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1. INTRODUCTION 
In human cells, almost 300 trans-acting factors are required for the production 
of ribosomes. Investigating the functions of individual proteins involved in the 
biogenesis of ribosomes is relevant because one third of these factors are related 
to genetic diseases and cancer.  
Williams-Beuren syndrome is a multisystem developmental disorder caused 
by the contiguous deletion of 26–28 genes from chromosome region 7q11.23. 
This genomic disorder is characterized by cardiovascular abnormalities, 
connective tissue anomalies, a characteristic neurocognitive and behavioural 
profile, growth delay, and a subtle but distinctive facial dysmorphology. The 
7q11.23 chromosome locus has a complex genomic architecture, consisting of a 
single-copy region surrounded by segmental duplications that predispose the 
region to chromosomal rearrangements, including deletions, duplications, and 
inversions. Although the mutational mechanisms that lead to the development 
of Williams-Beuren syndrome and a reciprocal duplication syndrome have been 
thoroughly investigated, it is not known how alterations to the copy number of 
individual genes contribute to the disease phenotypes. It is likely that several 
genes contribute to the phenotype and therefore it is important to study the 
cellular functions of all proteins expressed from the region 7q11.23. The gene 
that encodes the WBSCR22 protein is deleted in WBS, and studying the 
function of WBSCR22 is also relevant for cancer biology. Several works have 
demonstrated that WBSCR22 is upregulated in various types of cancers and 
regulates the survival and metastatic potential of cancer cells. 
The WBSCR22 protein contains an S-adenosyl-L-methionine binding motif 
that is present in many methyltransferases, and, prior this work, in silico 
predictions indicated that WBSCR22 is a DNA methyltransferase. Later, 
WBSCR22 was suggested to be involved in histone methylation; only recently, 
it was confirmed to act as an 18S rRNA base methyltransferase. The first part of 
this dissertation is focused on studying the function of the WBSCR22 protein in 
mammalian cells, and, revealed that WBSCR22 is important for cell growth, 
ribosome biogenesis and pre-rRNA processing. A cell line that stably expresses 
epitope-tagged WBSCR22 was generated with the aim to study the interaction 
partners of WBSCR22, revealing that WBSCR22 interacts with several pro-
teins, including the TRMT112. Subsequently, the importance of the interaction 
between WBSCR22 and TRMT112 proteins was analysed in detail. 
The second part of this dissertation is focused on analysing the protein content 
of virus-like particles (VLPs) induced by the expression of murine leukaemia 
virus (MLV) Gag protein. The results revealed that these VLPs consist of dif-
ferent groups of cellular proteins, including ribosomal proteins from both 
subunits.  
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2. LITERATURE REVIEW 
2.1. Williams-Beuren syndrome 
Williams-Beuren syndrome (WBS, also referred to as Williams syndrome; 
OMIM 194050) is a genomic disorder caused by hemizygous deletion of 26–28 
genes on chromosome region 7q11.23 (Pober, 2010). The contiguous gene 
deletion typically ranges from 1.55 to 1.84 Mb in size, but smaller and larger 
atypical deletions have also been described (Bayés et al., 2003; Ferrero et al., 
2010; Schubert, 2009). The prevalence of WBS is relatively rare and has been 
estimated to occur sporadically in 1/7,500 to 1/20,000 live births (Strømme et 
al., 2002).  
WBS is a multisystem disorder: patients usually have a subtle but distinctive 
facial dysmorphology, cardiovascular abnormalities, connective tissue anomalies, 
a characteristic neurocognitive and behavioural profile, and growth delay 
(Merla et al., 2010). The syndrome is named after two doctors, Dr. Williams 
and Dr. Beuren, who independently characterized a syndrome with specific 
facial features, supravalvular aortic stenosis (SVAS) and mental retardation in 
the 1960s (Beuren et al., 1962; Williams et al., 1961). The main facial features 
of WBS are a broad forehead, periorbital fullness, a low nasal root, a long 
philtrum, a wide mouth and full lips (Merla et al., 2010; Popowski et al., 2011).  
The prevalence of cardiovascular diseases is high (~80%) in people 
diagnosed with WBS (Eronen et al., 2002; Pober et al., 2008). The most com-
mon cardiovascular symptoms include vascular stenosis, such as SVAS or 
pulmonary artery stenosis, and hypertension, however, patients often have 
multiple problems and a lifelong assessment of the cardiovascular system is 
recommended (Lin et al., 2008). The cardiovascular phenotype of WBS is 
similar to that of familial SVAS, and both are caused by haploinsufficiency of 
the elastin gene (ELN), which leads to reduced elastin synthesis (Ewart et al., 
1993). Individuals with WBS often have endocrine abnormalities related to 
glucose metabolism, hypothyroidism, infantile hypercalcemia, hypercalciuria 
and decreased growth spurt (Pober, 2010).  
WBS causes a special neurocognitive and behavioural profile that is charac-
terized by developmental delay and mild to moderate intellectual disability with 
IQ scores typically in the range of 50 to 60 (Merla et al., 2010; Pober, 2010). 
The language development of people with WBS is below age expectations, 
however, compared to other groups that display intellectual disabilities, children 
with WBS have a higher expressive vocabulary level, albeit similar receptive 
vocabulary levels (Van Den Heuvel et al., 2016). The characteristic pattern of 
cognitive strengths and weaknesses of WBS include hypersociability, friend-
liness, and empathy towards others, but also the presence of anxieties, phobias, 
and a visuospatial construction deficit (Merla et al., 2010; Pober, 2010). 
Individuals with WBS often have strong attraction to sounds and music but on 
the other hand, they can be hypersensitive to certain noises like fireworks or 
thunderstorms (Gothelf et al., 2006; Pober, 2010). It has been shown that high 
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frequency sensorineural hearing loss has developed in ~75% of WBS adults 
over the age of thirty (Cherniske et al., 2004).  
In addition to clinical observation, a diagnosis of WBS is confirmed either 
by fluorescence in situ hybridisation analysis (FISH), using the elastin gene as a 
marker, or by other molecular biology methods, e.g., restriction fragment length 
polymorphism, microsatellite analysis or array comparative genomic hybridi-
zation (Merla et al., 2010). WBS has also been diagnosed prenatally, following 
an initial diagnosis of intra-uterine growth retardation and nasal bone hypo-
plasia (Popowski et al., 2011). 
 
 
2.2. The 7q11.23 duplication syndrome 
In addition to deletions of the WBS chromosomal region, a 1.5 Mb duplication 
in the corresponding region has also been characterized, and causes 7q11.23 
duplication syndrome (also referred to as Willams-Beuren region duplication 
syndrome; OMIM 609757) (Somerville et al., 2005). Compared to WBS, the 
phenotype of 7q11.23 duplication syndrome is less severe and the syndrome 
may be underdiagnosed (Merla et al., 2010). The milder phenotype is probably 
the reason why the first case of 7q11.23 duplication was documented much later 
(Somerville et al., 2005). Some features of the duplication syndrome are 
opposite to WBS – patients with 7q11.23 duplication do not have impaired 
visuospatial cognitive skills but have deficits in social interactions and very 
poor expressive language (Merla et al., 2010). Although it is not yet fully 
defined, the phenotype of the WBS region duplication syndrome is also 
characterized by subtle but recognizable facial features, developmental delay 
and an increase in the prevalence of autistic-like features (Pober, 2010; 
Velleman and Mervis, 2011). Abbas et al. reported that ~91% of individuals 
diagnosed with WBS locus duplication have speech delay and ~75% have at 
least one anxiety disorder (Abbas et al., 2016). Among the psychiatric features, 
social anxiety, attention deficit/hyperactivity disorder, selective mutism, autism, 
and special phobias are the most prominent (Abbas et al., 2016). The diagnosis 
of WBS duplication syndrome often occurs as the result of an untargeted 
genomic analysis method such as chromosomal microarray analysis on patients 
with autistic-like features. 
 
 
2.3. The structure of the Williams-Beuren  
syndrome chromosomal region 
The structure of 7q11.23, the WBS chromosomal region, is complex (Fig. 1A), 
and consists of a single copy region (~1.2 Mb in size) that is flanked by 
segmental duplications or low copy repeats (LCRs) (Bayés et al., 2003). Three 
large LCR sequences in 7q11.23, the centromeric, middle, and telomeric LCRs 
(ordered by their location in the chromosomal band), are composed of DNA 
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blocks termed A, B, and C (Bayés et al., 2003; Schubert, 2009). The DNA 
blocks have a length of ~10–400 bp and they display ~97% sequence identity 
within each block class, which predisposes to strand misalignment and unequal 
crossing-over in meiosis, causing deletions, duplications, and inversions 
(Stankiewicz and Lupski, 2002).  
The centromeric and middle LCR blocks in the WBS chromosomal share the 
same orientation; however, the telomeric LCRs occur in the opposite direction 
compared with the centromeric and middle LCRs, which leads to the possibility 
of deletion, duplication, or inversion events in the WBS chromosomal region 
(Fig. 1C and D) (Bayés et al., 2003). The B-cen and B-mid LCRs share the 
highest degree of sequence identity (99.6%) and therefore form the most 
frequent site of meiotic non-allelic homologous recombination (NAHR), thereby 
generating the 1.55 Mb deletion seen in ~95% of WBS patients (Bayés et al., 
2003). NAHR within A-cen and A-mid, generates a 1.84 Mb deletion, which 
occurs in ~3–5% of WBS patients, and the frequency of atypical deletions are 
even lower (~2–3% of WBS cases) (Bayés et al., 2003; Merla et al., 2010; 
Schubert, 2009). In addition to unequal meiotic crossing-over between 
homologous chromosomes (Baumer et al., 1998; Cuscó et al., 2008; Urbán et 
al., 1996), WBS deletions can also occur as a result of intrachromatid 
recombination (Fig. 1D) (Bayés et al., 2003; Cuscó et al., 2008). 
Duplications of the WBS chromosomal region arise by interchromosomal 
NAHR, but not by intrachromosomal rearrangements (Fig. 1C) (Schubert, 
2009). In addition, NAHR can cause inversions (Fig. 1E) that range between 
1.79 to 2.56 Mb, but these genomic rearrangements do not appear to affect the 
expression of genes from the WBS region (Bayés et al., 2003; Tam et al., 2008). 
Inversions can occur in meiosis or mitosis due to intrachromatid misalignment 
(Schubert, 2009).  
 
 
Figure 1. A schematic representation of the Williams-Beuren syndrome chromosome 
region (7q11.23) and chromosomal rearrangements. A) The Williams-Beuren chromo-
some region consists of a 1.2 Mb single copy gene region (blue) and highly similar low-
copy repeat (LCR) blocks A (grey), B (red), and C (black). Lower case letters  
(c-centromeric, m-medial, t-telomeric) mark the positions of LCRs within the chromo-
somal band. B) Protein-coding genes in the single copy gene region, in medial block  
C (Cm) and B (Bm) duplicons. These genes are commonly deleted in WBS patients. C) 
Development of deletion and duplication due to interchromosomal or interchromatid 
NAHR between directly oriented LCRs. Here we present the most frequent deletion and 
duplications with breakpoints in the centromeric and medial B-blocks. D) Intrachro-
matid NAHR leads to the deletion and generation of an acentric chromosome, the latter 
of which can be lost in segragation. E) Development of inversions in the WBS region 
caused by NAHR of inverted LCR blocks. Misalignment can occur between centro-
meric and telomeric blocks of type C, A, and B and therefore the size of the inverted 
region is variable. 
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2.4. The contributions of individual genes  
of the WBS locus to the clinical outcome 
Although the molecular mechanisms that lead to the development of genomic 
rearrangements in 7q11.23 have been known for many years, the role of 
individual genes to the WBS phenotype has not yet been solved. Genomic 
rearrangements in the WBS region affect the copy number of up to 28 genes 
(Merla et al., 2010; Pober, 2010). Quantitative PCR analysis from skin 
fibroblasts and lymphoblastoid cell lines of WBS patients demonstrate that the 
hemizygous deletion of 7q11.23 leads to a reduced expression of genes located 
within the deleted interval (Merla et al., 2006). Furthermore, the mRNA level of 
some genes that flank the deleted region is also decreased in these patients, 
showing that the number of genes that can influence the development of WBS 
phenotype is more numerous than previously expected (Merla et al., 2006). 
Deletion of elastin gene (ELN) is known to cause cardiovascular problems such 
as SVAS (Ewart et al., 1993), however, determining the role of many other 
genes requires further study.  
 
 
2.5. The WBSCR22 protein 
2.5.1. The structure and function of WBSCR22 protein 
One of the protein coding genes that is mapped within single copy gene regions 
of the WBS locus is WBSCR22 (Doll and Grzeschik, 2001; Merla et al., 2002). 
WBSCR22 mRNA encodes a protein composed of 281 amino acid residues 
with a predicted molecular weight of 31.8 kDa and an isoelectric point of 8.95 
(Doll and Grzeschik, 2001). The protein is conserved in eukaryotes (White et 
al., 2008). In silico analysis has shown that the WBSCR22 protein contains a 
carboxy-terminal nuclear localization signal (NLS) and an amino-terminal  
S-adenosyl-L-methionine (SAM) binding motif that is common for methyl-
transferases (Merla et al., 2002). The human genome encodes 208 methyl-
transferases that methylate nucleic acids, proteins, lipids, or small molecules, 
and the WBSCR22 protein belongs to the largest class of methyltransferases – 
seven-β-strand superfamily or “class I” methyltransferases (Petrossian and 
Clarke, 2011). The core of these enzymes is composed of seven-stranded  
β-sheets, where the first six β-sheets are parallel and the seventh occurs in the 
opposite direction (Falnes et al., 2016; Petrossian and Clarke, 2011). The β-sheets 
(ordered 3214576) are flanked by α-helices (αZ and αA-αE) – three helices (Z, 
A, B) are on one side and three helices (C, D and E) on the other (Martin and 
McMillan, 2002). The yeast orthologue of human WBSCR22 is the Bud23 
protein (Ebersberger et al., 2014). A crystal structure analysis of the methyl-
transferase domain of budding yeast Bud23 protein revealed that it contains a 
typical class I methyltransferase fold (Létoquart et al., 2014). The 50% 
sequence similarity of WBSCR22 with yeast Bud23 leads us to believe that the 
structure of WBSCR22 might be similar to the Bud23 protein. 
14
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Despite the presence of the methyltransferase fold, the enzymatic activity of 
WBSCR22 was unknown for a long time. Based on sequence alignment, it was 
first suggested to be a DNA methyltransferase, but so far, no DNA methyl-
transferase activity has been verified experimentally (Doll and Grzeschik, 
2001). Several studies have analysed whether WBSCR22 might be a histone 
methyltransferase (Jangani et al., 2014; Nakazawa et al., 2011). The results of a 
comparative transcriptome analysis demonstrated a negative correlation between 
WBSCR22 and tumor-supressor Zac1 expression, which suggested that 
WBSCR22 might be a protein methyltransferase that renders transcriptionally 
repressive chromatin environment (Nakazawa et al., 2011). Chromatin-immuno-
precipitation results indeed indicated the loss of H3-Lys9 methylation in the 
Zac1 promoter after the depletion of WBSCR22; however, an in vitro methyla-
tion assay could not confirm the histone methyltransferase activity of WBSCR22 
(Nakazawa et al., 2011). In addition to regulating Zac1 expression, down-
regulation of WBSCR22 expression influences the glucocorticoid receptor target 
gene GILZ1 by decreasing its response to glucocorticoid receptor induction 
(Jangani et al., 2014). WBSCR22 affects glucocorticoid receptor binding to its 
response elements and furthermore, the intact methyltransferase domain and  
S-adenosyl-methionine binding sequence of WBSCR22 is necessary to support 
glucocorticoid receptor transactivation (Jangani et al., 2014). Although the 
downregulation of WBSCR22 causes changes in the status of histone methyla-
tion in the GILZ1 promoter, the authors of the latter article could not prove that 
WBSCR22 possess histone methyltransferase activity (Jangani et al., 2014). 
We and others have shown that WBSCR22 is involved in ribosome bio-
genesis and pre-rRNA processing (Paper I; Tafforeau et al., 2013). Recently, the 
methyltransferase activity of WBSCR22 and its molecular target were con-
firmed. As with yeast Bud23, WBSCR22 carries out ribosomal RNA methyla-
tion, namely the methylation of G1639 of 18S rRNA and is one of the few 
rRNA base methyltransferases in humans (Haag et al., 2015; Zorbas et al., 
2015).  
 
 
2.5.2. The expression pattern of WBSCR22 
This gene is composed of twelve exons and spans ~45 kbp on genomic DNA 
(Doll and Grzeschik, 2001; Merla et al., 2002). Using a panel consisting of 
twenty human cDNA pools from various tissues and developmental stages, 
Merla et al detected high expression of WBSCR22 mRNA in kidney, spleen, 
liver, lung, testis, and fetal heart (Merla et al., 2002). Another study, performed 
by Doll and Grzeschik, analyzed eight human tissues and showed that WBSCR22 
mRNA was detected in all samples tested with high expression in skeletal 
muscle, heart, and kidney (Doll and Grzeschik, 2001). An analysis of human gene 
expression array data demonstrated that WBSCR22 is widely or ubiquitously 
expressed with increased expression in bronchial epithelium and activated 
immune cells – e.g., in B lymphocytes and CD8+ T lymphocytes (Jangani et al., 
16 
2014). Due to the observation that WBSCR22 expression is upregulated in 
primary plasma cells, Tiedemann et al. suggested that it might have a role in 
plasma cell biology (Tiedemann et al., 2012). 
The expression of WBSCR22 is upregulated in different types of cancer – in 
invasive breast cancer (invasive ductal carcinoma), hepatocellular carcinoma 
and multiple myeloma (Nakazawa et al., 2011; Stefanska et al., 2014; Tiede-
mann et al., 2012). Using a mouse experimental metastasis model, it has been 
shown that both mouse Wbscr22 and human WBSCR22 proteins are important 
for metastasis formation by regulating tumour cell survival in the mouse 
vasculature (Nakazawa et al., 2011). The metastatic potential of Wbscr22 
depends on its expression level – overexpression of Wbscr22 enhances, and 
down-regulation by shRNAs reduces the metastatic ability of cancer cells 
(Nakazawa et al., 2011). Because the expression level of WBSCR22 seems to 
affect the oncogenic potential of the cell, its expression level might be tightly 
controlled. The importance of WBSCR22 in cancer biology was further 
confirmed by the results of a high throughput siRNA screen that targeted about 
one third of the human genome. This study showed that WBSCR22 is among 57 
multiple myeloma survival genes (Tiedemann et al., 2012). Although the 
downregulation of WBSCR22 expression affects the survival of non-myeloma 
cells, as in the 293 and A549 cell-lines, the absence of WBSCR22 seems to be 
more detrimental to multiple myeloma cells (Tiedemann et al., 2012). The 
relevance of WBSCR22 for cell survival is supported by recent screens that 
employed CRISPR/Cas9 genome editing and gene trap methods to show that 
WBSCR22 is among the genes that are essential in human cells (Blomen et al., 
2015; Wang et al., 2015a). 
 
 
2.5.3. The functions of non-mammalian WBSCR22 homologs 
In the beginning of this work, the cellular function of the WBSCR22 protein was 
unknown. However, as already discussed, WBSCR22 protein is highly conserved 
in eukaryotes and the functions of some of its orthologs are better characterized. 
The budding yeast protein Bud23 is not essential, however, the deletion of 
Bud23 gene causes a slow growth phenotype (Niewmierzycka and Clarke, 1999). 
Saccharomyces cerevisiae has a bipolar budding pattern which means that it can 
divide either from its distal or proximal polar end. However, a bud23 deletion 
mutant has a random budding pattern, meaning that Bud23 is important for bud-
site selection (Ni and Snyder, 2001). In addition, Bud23 is known to be 
important for ribosome biogenesis, 18S pre-rRNA processing and for the 
formation of m7G1575 of 18S rRNA (White et al., 2008). Similarly, the Rid2 
protein in Arabidopsis thaliana’s is important for cell proliferation (Ohbayashi 
et al., 2011). Rid2 was first characterized from a genetic screen that analysed 
temperature-sensitive mutants defective in root formation (Konishi and 
Sugiyama, 2003). The Rid2 protein is involved in rRNA processing while its 
mutation leads to the enlargement of nucleoli and the accumulation of various 
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pre-rRNA processing intermediates (Ohbayashi et al., 2011). Although RID2 and 
Bud23 are both involved in rRNA processing, expression of RID2 protein does 
not correct the slow growth phenotype of bud23 mutant (Ohbayashi et al., 2011).  
 
 
2.6. Eukaryotic ribosome biogenesis 
2.6.1. The structure and function of ribosomes 
Ribosomes are large ribonucleoprotein complexes essential for translating the 
genetic information encoded within mRNAs into proteins. These particles are 
composed of ribosomal RNA (rRNA) and proteins (r-proteins): the RNA com-
ponent has catalytic activity and therefore the ribosomes are actually ribozymes. 
The eukaryotic and prokaryotic ribosomes differ in size – eukaryotes have more 
complex 80S ribosomes, whereas prokaryotes have smaller 70S ribosomes. 
Each ribosome is composed of two unequal subunits, the large subunit (LSU) 
and the small subunit (SSU) – e.g., 60S and 40S subunits in eukaryotes and 50S 
and 30S subunits in prokaryotes. The small subunit contains a decoding centre 
that monitors the complementarity between the anticodons in tRNA and the 
codons in mRNA. The large subunit contains a peptidyl-transferase centre that 
catalyses the formation of peptide bonds. Each ribosome contains aminoacyl-
tRNA, peptidyl-tRNA, and deacylated tRNA binding regions termed ribosome 
A-, P- and E-sites, respectively. In contrast with prokaryotic ribosomes, 
eukaryotic ribosomes contain additional r-proteins and additional residues in 
both protein and rRNA content, termed ribosomal protein extensions and rRNA 
expansion segments, respectively (Wilson and Doudna Cate, 2012). The 
structural core of ribosomes is highly conserved and eukaryote specific rRNA 
expansion segments (5 in SSU and 16 in LSU) and ribosomal protein extensions 
are mostly localized to the surface of ribosomal subunits (Wilson and Doudna 
Cate, 2012). The deletion experiments conducted in budding yeast indicate that 
eukaryotic expansion segments affect ribosome biogenesis and are important for 
growth (Ramesh and Woolford, 2016). 
The human 40S subunit has one rRNA (18S rRNA) and 33 proteins, whereas 
the 60S subunit has three rRNAs (28S, 5.8S and 5S rRNA) and 47 proteins 
(Anger et al., 2013). The yeast 60S subunit has 25S rRNA and 46 ribosomal 
proteins, meaning that the total number of proteins in the yeast ribosomes is 79 
(Yusupova and Yusupov, 2014). 
 
 
2.6.2. Factors required for the production of eukaryotic ribosomes 
Eukaryotic ribosome biogenesis is a complex and energy demanding process 
that begins in the nucleolus, proceeds in the nucleoplasm, and is completed in 
the cytoplasm (Woolford and Baserga, 2013). Eukaryotic ribosomes are subject 
to more complex regulation and biogenesis pathways compared with proka-
ryotes and moreover, major differences occur in ribosome biogenesis of higher 
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and lower eukaryotes (Henras et al., 2015; Woolford and Baserga, 2013). Ribo-
some biogenesis involves the synthesis of pre-rRNAs and ribosomal proteins, 
pre-rRNA processing, generation of covalent rRNA modifications – e.g., 
pseudouridylations and methylations, the assembly and transport of pre-ribo-
somal particles, as well as quality control and surveillance mechanisms (Sharma 
and Lafontaine, 2015). The production of yeast ribosomes requires more than 
200 synthesis factors and ~80 small nucleolar RNAs (snoRNAs) that transiently 
associate with pre-ribosomes at certain stages during the maturation process 
(Henras et al., 2015; Mullineux and Lafontaine, 2012; Woolford and Baserga, 
2013). In human cells, more than 200 snoRNAs guide rRNA modifications and 
pre-rRNA processing (Lestrade and Weber, 2006) and it has been shown by a 
siRNA screen that at least 286 trans-acting factors are important for pre-rRNA 
processing (Tafforeau et al., 2013). Understanding the role of individual 
ribosome biogenesis transacting factors is relevant because about one third of 
the factors are related to genetic diseases and/or cancer (Tafforeau et al., 2013).  
 
 
2.6.3. The processing of pre-rRNA in eukaryotes 
2.6.3.1. The organization of human 47S pre-rRNA and  
its processing into 45S pre-rRNA 
In human cells, the rDNA that encodes 47S pre-rRNA is tandemly repeated 
within nucleolar organizing regions (NOR) on five acrocentric chromosomes 
(chromosomes 13–15, 21 and 22) and the rDNA repeats that encode 5S rRNA 
are localized on chromosome 1 (Henderson et al., 1973; Sørensen and Fre-
deriksen, 1991). The 47S pre-rRNA is a single polycistronic transcript composed 
of three rRNAs (18S, 5.8S and 28S) and it is synthesised by RNA polymerase I 
(Pol I) in the nucleolus. In Saccharomyces cerevisiae, the RNA Pol I syn-
thesizes the 35S pre-rRNA with a general architecture similar to mammalian 
47S pre-rRNA (Henras et al., 2015; Mullineux and Lafontaine, 2012).  
The nucleolus is a non-membranous nuclear compartment that forms around 
the NOR and it is the major site for ribosome biogenesis (Raska, 2003). The 
cells of most eukaryotes, including plants, invertebrates, and anamniote 
vertebrates contain bipartite nucleoli; whereas the nucleoli of amniotic reptiles, 
birds, and mammals consist of three parts (Thiry and Lafontaine, 2005; Thiry et 
al., 2011). In the inner part of tripartite nucleolus is the electron-microscope 
transparent area, fibrillar centre (FC), that contains transcriptionally active 
rDNA, transcription factors and RNA Pol I (Derenzini et al., 2006). rRNA 
transcription occurs in the interface between the FC and the dense fibrillar 
centre, which consists of an electron-dense area that contains nascent rRNA 
transcripts and ribonucleoprotein complexes that participate in pre-rRNA 
processing and rRNA modification (Denissov et al., 2011). Maturing ribosomes, 
which consist of rRNA, ribosomal proteins and transacting factors, move 
towards the nuclear periphery to the granular component of the nucleolus 
(Boisvert et al., 2007).  
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5S rRNA, is transcribed separately by RNA polymerase III in the nucleoplasm; 
however, it forms a 5S RNP complex with ribosomal proteins RPL5 and 
RPL11, followed by binding to the pre-60S particles in the nucleolus (Ciganda 
and Williams, 2011; Pelava et al., 2016). In eukaryotes, both rRNAs are 
processed by nucleases, and, in S. cerevisiae, the exonucleases Rex1p, Rex2p, 
and Rex3p participate in the processing of the 3´ end of 5S rRNA (van Hoof et 
al., 2000).  
The overall architecture of the precursor rRNA processing pathway is con-
served through evolution (Henras et al., 2015; Mullineux and Lafontaine, 2012). 
In a series of exo- and endonucleolytic cleavages, the external (5´ETS and 
3´ETS) and internal transcribed spacers (ITS1 an ITS2) are removed from the 
primary transcript and the mature 18S, 5.8S and 28S/25S rRNAs are released 
(Eichler and Craig, 1994; Henras et al., 2015; Mullineux and Lafontaine, 2012). 
The schemes for pre-rRNA processing in human and budding yeast are 
provided in Figures 2 and 3, respectively. Pre-rRNA processing in yeast can 
occur co-transcriptionally and usually starts with cleavages within 5´ETS prior 
to ITS1 processing (Kos and Tollervey, 2010; Mougey et al., 1993). In higher 
eukaryotes, pre-RNA processing can follow alternative pathways and there is no 
evidence of co-transcriptional release of pre-40S particles (Henras et al., 2015). 
The processing of human 47S rRNA transcripts begins within 5´ETS at site 
01, mapped to the conserved region in close proximity to the box C/D snoRNA 
U3 binding region (Kass et al., 1987; Mullineux and Lafontaine, 2012). The U3 
snoRNA is required for the ribosome small subunit biogenesis and 5´ETS 
processing at sites 01 and A0 in humans (Langhendries et al., 2016) but also for 
the initial processing events in mouse (Kass et al., 1990) and yeast (Hughes and 
Ares, 1991). The human 01 cleavage can occur within two alternative sites, 
either within C414-C416 or G420-U422 (nucleotide numbering corresponds to 
the primary transcript) (Kass et al., 1987). The other processing event that 
occurs shortly after transcription, occurs within 3´ETS at site 02, thereby 
producing 45S pre-rRNA (Mullineux and Lafontaine, 2012). The human 02 site 
is located in close proximity to the 3´end of 28S rRNA, and 02 processing is 
thought to happen either concomitantly with 01 cleavage or soon after 01 
cleavage (Mullineux and Lafontaine, 2012). 
 
20 
 
 
Figure 2. Pre-rRNA processing in human cells. 47S pre-rRNA, transcribed by RNA polymerase I 
in the nucleolus, is composed of mature 18S (green), 5.8S (grey) and 28S (blue) rRNA. External 
(5´ETS and 3´ETS) and internal transcribed spacers (ITS1 and ITS2) flank the sequences of 
mature rRNAs and are removed by exo- and endoribonucleolytic cleavage sites. Individual 
cleavage sites are marked with blue. The 47S pre-rRNA is cleaved at 5´ETS (site 01) and 3´ETS 
(site 02), to produce 45S pre-rRNA that can be cleaved by alternative pathways, depending if the 
next cleavage occurs within ITS1 at site 2 (major pathway) or within 5´ETS at sites A0 and 1 
(minor pathway). The cleavage at site 2 produces 30S and 32S pre-rRNA and the further 
processing of 30S within 5´ETS produces the 21S pre-RNA. In the minor pathway, the cleavage 
within 5´ETS produces 41S pre-RNA that is further cleaved at site 2 to produce 21S and 32S pre-
rRNA. The cleavages at A0 and 1 are tightly coupled; however, their uncoupling can produce 26S 
and 43S pre-rRNA (not marked on scheme). The 21S pre-rRNA is cleaved at sites C and E to 
produce 18S-E and at site 3 to produce mature 18S rRNA. The 32S pre-rRNA is cleaved at site 3´ 
to separate 12S rRNA and 28S rRNA. The 5´-3´and 3´-5´exoribonucleases are involved in the 
production of 5.8SS/L rRNA and 5´-3´exoribonucleases and are required to produce the 5´end of 
mature 28S rRNA. There are two types of 5.8S rRNA in human cells, 5.8S and 5.8L, that differing 
in size ~7–8 nucleotides. The 5´extension of 5.8SL is marked with pink. 
 
2.6.3.2. 45S pre-rRNA processing within ITS1 separates the biogenesis 
pathways of small and large ribosomal subunits 
In mammalian cells, the processing of 45S pre-rRNA is flexible and is per-
formed by alternative pathways depending if the processing at site 02 is followed 
by the cleavage within ITS1 or 5´ETS region (Hadjiolova et al., 1993). In the 
major pathway of HeLa cells, pre-45S rRNA cleavage occurs within ITS1 at 
site 2 (C6469-6476), thereby producing 30S and 32S pre-rRNAs (Idol et al., 
2007; Mullineux and Lafontaine, 2012). The 30S pre-rRNA that contains 
mature 18S rRNA is further cleaved at sites A0 (producing 26S rRNA) and at 
site 1 (producing 21S pre-rRNA) (Mullineux and Lafontaine, 2012). In the minor 
pathway, 45S rRNA cleavage first occurs within 5´ETS, at site A0 (producing 
43S pre-rRNA) and at site 1 (producing 41S pre-rRNA) (Mullineux and 
Lafontaine, 2012). The 5´ETS processing site A0, which is mapped to position 
G1643, is located between sites 01 and 1 (Rouquette et al., 2005). It has been 
shown that processing at sites A0 and 1 is tightly coupled and therefore the 26S 
and 43S pre-rRNA are present at very low amounts under normal conditions 
(Rouquette et al., 2005). However, the uncoupling of cleavages at sites A0 and 
1 cause the accumulation of 43S pre-rRNA in an aggressive breast cancer cell 
line (Belin et al., 2009). The cleavage of 41S rRNA within ITS1 at site 2 
produces 21S and 32S pre-rRNAs; the same processing intermediates were 
produced in the major pathway and therefore, the downstream processing of 
21S and 32S pre-rRNA are identical in both pathways (Mullineux and 
Lafontaine, 2012). The primary transcript contains rRNAs of both ribosomal 
subunits; however, the cleavage in ITS1 leads to the separation of the rRNA 
processing pathways of the small and large ribosomal subunits. 
 
 
2.4.3.3. The formation of mature 18S rRNA 
The processing of the 21S pre-rRNA continues with 3´-5´ exoribonucleolytic 
digestion that stops at a conserved region, termed region C (Henras et al., 2015). 
Removal of ~250 nucleotides that separate site 2 and site C, yields 21S-C rRNA 
intermediates (Henras et al., 2015). The 21S-C pre-rRNA accumulates after the 
knock-down of Rps19 (Idol et al., 2007) and ENP1/bystin (Carron et al., 2011), 
and it is also detected in normal HeLa cells, albeit at a very low level (Carron et 
al., 2011).  
In the nucleolus, further processing of 21S pre-rRNA yields the 18S-E pre-
rRNA that is exported to the cytoplasm where the final maturation of 18S rRNA 
occurs (Rouquette et al., 2005). Processing of 18S-E pre-rRNA is a multistep 
process in which the first cleavage occurs at site E, located 79 and 82 
nucleotides downstream of the 3´ end of 18S rRNA (at G5606 and G5609 of the 
47S pre-rRNA) (Preti et al., 2013). Cleavage at site E is followed by rapid  
3´-5´exoribonucleolytical trimming (Preti et al., 2013). The exosome complex, 
namely the EXOSC10/RRP6, exosome cofactors SKIV2L2 and MPP6, 
exosome core protein RRP46/EXOSC5 and MTR4 helicase, participate in the 
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production of the 3´end of 18S rRNA (Sloan et al., 2013; Tafforeau et al., 
2013). Under normal conditions, ~70-80% of the 18S-E rRNA is found in the 
cytoplasm (Rouquette et al., 2005). The exonucleolytic processing of 18S-E 
rRNA occurs during its transport and, as a result, 18S-E pre-rRNA of various 
lengths can be detected in the nucleus and cytoplasm (Preti et al., 2013). The 
longest 18S-E rRNA variants contain more than 40 nucleotides of ITS1 and are 
predominantly localized in the nucleolus, whereas the shorter forms that contain 
between 14–24 nucleotides of ITS1 are found in the cytoplasm (Preti et al., 
2013). The presence of two pools of 18S-E pre-rRNA that differ in size by ~25 
nucleotides has also shown by others (Haag et al., 2015).  
The final maturation of 18S rRNA occurs in the cytoplasm and requires the 
cleavage at site 3, which is performed by the conserved endonuclease NOB1 
(Preti et al., 2013; Sloan et al., 2013). A recent article provides the three-
dimensional structure of human pre-40S particles at 19Ǻ resolution and notes 
the locations of ribosome biogenesis factors LTV1, ENP1/bystin, TSR1, RIO2, 
and NOB1 (Larburu et al., 2016). In this model, NOB1 is separated from the 
18S rRNA 3´end, and, in order to act at site 3, NOB1 should either change its 
position or undergo a change in conformation (Larburu et al., 2016). Alter-
natively, it has been suggested that mature 18S rRNA can be produced by 3´-5´ 
exoribonucleolytic trimming of 18S-E to site 3 (Henras et al., 2015). 
 
 
2.4.3.4. The formation of mature 28S and 5.8S rRNA 
The 5´end of 32S pre-RNA, which consists of ITS1, 5.8S rRNA, ITS2 and 28S 
rRNA, is further processed by exonucleolytic digestion (Mullineux and 
Lafontaine, 2012). ). In mouse and human cells, the 5´-3´ exonuclease XRN2, 
which is an ortholog of the Rat1 protein in budding yeast (Schillewaert et al., 
2012), is required for the production of the 5´end of 5.8S pre-rRNA (Wang and 
Pestov, 2011). As in yeast, the 5´end of human 5.8S rRNA is heterogeneous as 
seen by the presence of shorter (5.8SS rRNA) and longer forms (5.8SL rRNA) 
that differ in size by ~7–8 nucleotides (Heindl and Martinez, 2010; Morello et 
al., 2011). The ratio of 5.8SS and 5.8SL is between 60:40 to 70:30 in HeLa cells 
(Heindl and Martinez, 2010; Schillewaert et al., 2012) and does not change after 
XRN2 depletion (Schillewaert et al., 2012).  
Endonucleolytic cleavage of ITS2 at site 3´ (C7849 on the 47S rRNA) 
separates the 12S and 28S rRNA (Hadjiolova et al., 1993) and requires the 
Las1L protein in humans (Schillewaert et al., 2012). 12S pre-rRNA is further 
cleaved within ITS2 at site 4a (C6947 on the 47S rRNA), thereby producing 7S 
pre-rRNA (Farrar et al., 2008). The processing of the 3´end of human 5.8S rRNA 
requires the exosome complex and is performed via 3´-5´ exoribonucleolytic 
trimming (Schillewaert et al., 2012; Tafforeau et al., 2013). The accumulation 
of 7S pre-rRNA (~340 nucleotides in size) appear after the depletion of exo-
some components, including EXOSC2, EXOSC5, EXOSC10, SKIV2L2, and 
MPHOSPH6 (Tafforeau et al., 2013). However, depletion of EXOSC10 also 
causes the accumulation of another 5.8S rRNA intermediate, the 5.8S+40 
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(~190–200 nucleotides in size) (Schillewaert et al., 2012; Tafforeau et al., 2013). 
The final precursor of 5.8S rRNA is transported to the cytoplasm, where ERI1 
is required to remove the last few nucleotides of ITS2 by 3´-5´ exoribo-
nucleolytical digestion (Ansel et al., 2008; Schillewaert et al., 2012).  
The 3´end of 28S rRNA is generated in an early processing event, namely 
the 02 cleavage of 47S rRNA (Mullineux and Lafontaine, 2012). The vertebrate 
specific snoRNA U8 is important for ribosome 60S subunit biogenesis and its 
depletion leads to the accumulation of 3´ extended processing products (45S-L, 
43S-L, 41S-L, 36S-L and 32S-L) (Langhendries et al., 2016). As discussed 
above, the production of the 5´end of 28S rRNA requires the processing of ITS2 
by the 5´-3´exonuclease XRN2 (Wang and Pestov, 2011). In addition to 
producing mature rRNA ends, XRN2 is involved in the degradation of 5´ETS, 
ITS1, and ITS2 spacer fragments (Preti et al., 2013; Schillewaert et al., 2012). 
As with other rRNAs in mammals, the last intermediate of 28S rRNA, which is 
extended by 4–6 nucleotides at its 5´end, is transported to the cytoplasm, where 
its final maturation occurs (Mullineux and Lafontaine, 2012). 
 
 
2.4.3.5. pre-rRNA processing in the eukaryotic  
model organism budding yeast 
For decades, Saccharomyces cerevisiae has been the model organism in the 
field of eukaryotic ribosome biogenesis. This makes it important to introduce 
the main points gained from studies of budding yeast and compare these with 
human cells. The 35S pre-rRNA of budding yeast consists of 18S, 5.8S, and 
25S rRNAs that are interspersed with external and internal transcribed spacers; 
however, compared to the human 47S pre-rRNA, the spacers of 35S pre-rRNA, 
are smaller and the processing of 35S pre-rRNA generates the precursors that 
are similar, but not identical, to those of higher eukaryotes (Fig. 3) (Henras et 
al., 2015; Woolford and Baserga, 2013). In budding yeast, ~70% of nascent 
transcripts are cleaved co-transcriptionally at the early processing sites A0, A1, 
and A2, thereby generating 20S and 27SA2 pre-rRNAs while remaining pre-
rRNA transcripts, which are processed post-transcriptionally within the 90S 
pre-ribosome complex (Kos and Tollervey, 2010). Another study demonstrates 
that the frequency of co-transcriptional processing ranges from 41% to 79% and 
is dependent on the growth phase of budding yeast (Osheim et al., 2004). Co-
transcriptional processing requires the formation of the SSU processome, which 
consists of several processing factors including the core U3 snoRNP complex 
that base pairs via U3 snoRNA with sequences of 5´ETS and 18S rRNA 
(Dragon et al., 2002). These complexes are visible as terminal knobs at the 5´ 
ends of nascent pre-rRNA transcripts using cryo-electron microscopy (Miller 
and Beatty, 1969; Mougey et al., 1993; Osheim et al., 2004). The 5´ terminal 
knobs on nascent transcripts appear in most eukaryotes, however, co-transcrip-
tional separation of the precursors of the small and large subunits of the ribo-
some is rare (Osheim et al., 2004). 
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Figure 3. Schematic representation of pre-rRNA processing in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. 
The 35S pre-rRNA consists of 18S (red), 5.8S (grey), and 25S (blue) rRNAs, flanked by 
external (5´ETS and 3´ETS) and internal transcribed spacers (ITS1 and ITS2). The 
processing sites are marked. Pre-rRNA processing can occur co-transcriptionally or 
after transcription. During post-transcriptional processing, cleavage in 3´ETS at site B0 
generates the 35S pre-rRNA that is processed by coupled digestions at A0, A1, and A2, 
yielding 20S and 27SA2 pre-rRNAs. The processing of 20S pre-rRNA continues with 
nuclear export and cleavage at site D, thereby generating mature 18S rRNA. There are 
two alternative routes for 27SA2 processing, either at site A3 followed by 5´-
3´exonucleolytic digestion to site B1S, or at B1L, yielding 27SBS or 27SBL, respectively. 
27SBS and 27SBL differ in their 5´ ends; however, their exonucleolytic digestions in 
ITS2 lead to the production of 25S rRNA and 5.8SS or 5.8SL rRNA, respectively. The 
5´extension present in 5.8SL is marked with pink.  
 
During post-transcriptional processing, the cleavage in 3`ETS at site B0 is 
performed by Rnt1 and releases the 90S pre-ribosome (Kufel et al., 1999; 
Venema and Tollervey, 1999). The initial cleavage is followed by cleavages at 
site A0 of 5´ETS and at site A1, generating the 33S and 32S pre-rRNAs, 
respectively (Venema and Tollervey, 1999). The A1 cleavage generates the 5´ 
end of mature 18S rRNA and the cleavage at site A2 in ITS1 results in the 
separation of the 32S pre-rRNA into the 20S and 27SA2 pre-rRNA molecules, 
which are the precursors of SSU and LSU (Henras et al., 2015; Mullineux and 
Lafontaine, 2012; Woolford and Baserga, 2013). Processing at sites A0, A1, and 
A2 is tightly coupled; however, their uncoupling or inhibition leads to cleavage 
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at site A3, thereby yielding aberrant 23S, 22S, and 21S pre-rRNAs that are 
probably degraded by the nucleolar surveillance pathway (Mullineux and 
Lafontaine, 2012). However, 23S pre-rRNA is detected in low amounts in wild 
type cells and can be a normal rRNA precursor (Granneman and Baserga, 
2004).  
Unlike the processing of 21S pre-rRNA in higher eukaryotes, which require 
both exo- and endonucleolytic cleavages, the processing of 20S pre-rRNA in 
budding yeast requires a single cleavage at site D, which is performed by the 
endonuclease Nob1, releasing ITS1 fragment D-A2, which is degraded by the 
5´-3´ exoribonuclease Xrn1 (Mullineux and Lafontaine, 2012). Site D corres-
ponds to site 3 in humans and in both organisms, the final processing step is 
performed in the cytoplasm by Nob1/NOB1 (Larburu et al., 2016; Lebaron et 
al., 2012; Pertschy et al., 2009; Preti et al., 2013; Sloan et al., 2013).  
The processing of 27SA2 pre-rRNA can occur in two alternative pathways 
either at site A3 or B1L (Woolford and Baserga, 2013). About 80% of 27SA2 
pre-rRNA is cleaved by MRP RNase at site A3 in ITS1 (Chu et al., 1994; 
Lygerou et al., 1996), thereby generating 27SA3, which is further trimmed by 
5´-3´ exoribonucleases Rat1-Rai1 heterodimer (Henry et al., 1994), Rrp17 
(Oeffinger et al., 2009) and Xrn1 (Henry et al., 1994) and requires the presence 
of A3 processing factors (Granneman et al., 2011). In the major pathway, 5´-3´ 
exonucleases stop at B1S, yielding the 27SBS pre-rRNA (Woolford and Baserga, 
2013). The remaining 20% of 27SA2 pre-rRNA is processed by direct cleavage 
at site B1L, producing the 27SBL (Faber et al., 2006). The processing of 27SBS 
and 27SBL is identical and the cleavage in ITS2 at site C2 separates the 
processing pathways of 5.8S and 25S rRNAs, thereby generating the 7SS/7SL 
and 26S pre-rRNAs (Woolford and Baserga, 2013). The 26S pre-rRNA is 
processed by a two-step 5′-3´ exonucleolytic digestion that includes the formation 
of 25.5S pre-rRNA, and is rapidly digested to 25S rRNA by 5´-3´ exonuclease 
Rat1 or Xrn1 (El Hage et al., 2008; Geerlings et al., 2000). The 7SS/7SL pre-
rRNA is processed to 6SS/6SL pre-rRNA by the exosome complex and is then 
transported to the cytoplasm where Ngl2 is required to produce mature 5.8S 
rRNA (Faber et al., 2006; Thomson and Tollervey, 2010). Due to the different 
pathways and processing sites, the two types of 5.8S rRNA molecules gene-
rated, the major 5.8SS and the minor 5.8SL, differ in their 5´ends by either 7 or 8 
nucleotides (Henry et al., 1994). 
 
 
2.7. rRNA modifications 
Ribosome biogenesis involves the formation of modified nucleotides in pre-
rRNA, which allows changing the biochemical and biophysical properties of 
certain nucleotides (Motorin and Helm, 2011). ~2–3% of the nucleotides in 
rRNA are modified (Sloan et al., 2016) and the majority of rRNA modifications 
are introduced already in the nucleolus (Watkins and Bohnsack, 2012). The 
most abundant posttranscriptional modifications in eukaryotes are pseudo-
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uridylation (Ψ) and ribose methylation – namely, there are 44 Ψs and 55 ribose 
methylations in the ribosome of budding yeast (Machnicka et al., 2013; Piekna-
Przybylska et al., 2008) and 95 Ψs and 106 ribose methylations in the human 
ribosome (Krogh et al., 2016). In addition, approximately ten base modifica-
tions are intoduced in rRNA. The number of modified bases in rRNA is similar 
in budding yeast and human and most, but not all, modifications are introduced 
at equivalent positions (Maden and Hughes, 1997; Piekna-Przybylska et al., 
2008; Sharma and Lafontaine, 2015). The rRNA modifications are often 
conserved and clustered at functionally important regions of the ribosome, 
namely the peptidyl transferase centre in the LSU and the decoding centre in the 
SSU as well as the A, P, and E sites of tRNA and mRNA binding, the poly-
peptide exit tunnel, and intersubunit bridges (Decatur and Fournier, 2002). 
Posttranscriptional modification of rRNA can affect the functions of the 
ribosome, most probably the efficiency and fidelity of translation (Decatur and 
Fournier, 2002; Motorin and Helm, 2011).  
For decades, it was assumed that each organism contains only one type of 
ribosome and all positions in the rRNA are always fully methylated; however, 
measuring the fraction of molecules modified at particular sites demonstrates 
that in human cells only ~2/3 of methylation sites are fully or close to fully 
methylated, and the remainder are partially methylated, thereby supporting the 
concept that ribosomes can be heterogeneous (Krogh et al., 2016). In the rRNA 
of budding yeast, 94 nucleotides, including the majority of base modifications, 
are close to fully modified, whereas 18 nucleotides are modified in less than 
85% of ribosomes (Taoka et al., 2016). In actively growing yeast cells, 
approximately 68% of adenosines at position 100 of 18S rRNA in both mono-
somes and polysomes are methylated, which shows that the ribosomes that lack 
A100 methylation are engaged in translation (Buchhaupt et al., 2014). The 
extent of 25S rRNA A100 methylation depends on the expression level of the 
guide RNA, the box C/D snoRNA snR51, which is required for introducing this 
modification (Buchhaupt et al., 2014).  
 
 
2.7.1. rRNA pseudouridylation and ribose 2´-O-methylation  
are carried out by ribonucleoprotein complexes 
In eukaryotes, the pseudouridylation and ribose methylation reactions are 
performed by small ribonucleoprotein (snoRNP) complexes, and guided by box 
H/ACA (Ganot et al., 1997; Ni et al., 1997) and box C/D snoRNAs (Kiss-
László et al., 1996), respectively. The formation of ribose methylation requires 
the addition of a methyl group to the 2´-oxygen of ribose, catalysed by a 
methyltransferase fibrillarin (FBL) in humans and by Nop1 in yeast (Tollervey 
et al., 1993). The ribose methylation reaction takes place five nucleotides 
upstream of the conserved D or D´ box of snoRNA and one box C/D snoRNA 
can guide the methylation at two alternative sites in the rRNA (Kiss-László et 
al., 1996; Maden and Hughes, 1997). The formation of Ψ occurs via iso-
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merization of uridine and is performed by Ψ synthase dyskerin in humans and 
by Cbf5 in yeast cells (Lafontaine et al., 1998a). The precise role of pseudouridine 
formation in ribosomes remains unknown, however it offers an additional 
hydrogen bond donor site and may be required to stabilize the structure and 
function of rRNA, as shown with the Ψs located in human 28S rRNA helix 69, 
which are part of the intersubunit bridge B2a (Sumita et al., 2005). 
Fibrillarin/Nop1 and dyskerin/Cbf5 belong to the box C/D and box H/ACA 
snoRNP complexes, respectively (Balakin et al., 1996). In addition to enzymes, 
the box C/D snoRNP complex is composed of RNA binding protein 
15.5K/NHPX, NOP56, and NOP58, whereas the box H/ACA snoRNP complex 
consists of RNA binding protein NHP2, GAR1, and NOP10 (Watkins and 
Bohnsack, 2012). The genes that encode the components of the snoRNP 
complexes are essential for the viability of human cells (Blomen et al., 2015) 
and their down-regulation causes defects in early steps of pre-rRNA processing 
(Tafforeau et al., 2013) 
Although variations in ribosome structure occur under normal conditions, 
differential expression of ribosome biogenesis factors, including rRNA modi-
fication enzymes, can lead to several diseases (Sloan et al., 2016; Tafforeau et 
al., 2013). The expression level of both snoRNAs and FBL are upregulated in 
different types of malignancies (Marcel et al., 2013; Martens-Uzunova et al., 
2012; Su et al., 2014) and mutations in the DKC1 are the cause of X-linked 
dysceratosis congenita, characterized by bone-marrow failure and increased 
susceptibility to cancer (Heiss et al., 1998). It has been shown using the 
xenograft model that decreasing the expression of fibrillarin reduces the 
tumorigenicity of human breast cancer cell line MCF-7 (Su et al., 2014).  
 
 
2.7.2. Stand-alone enzymes catalyse the formation  
of rRNA base modifications 
In eukaryotes, the formation of base methylation and acetylation are catalysed 
by stand-alone enzymes. The 25S rRNA of budding yeast contains six 
methylated bases, located in the peptidyl transferase centre (m1A645, m5C2870, 
and m3U2634), in the subunit interface (m1A2142 and m5C2278) and in the 
phosphostalk (m3U2843) (Sharma and Lafontaine, 2015). The 18S rRNA of 
budding yeast contains six modified bases, located in the decoding site (ac4C1773, 
m A1781ଶ଺ , and m A1782ଶ଺ ), mRNA channel (ac4C1280) and near the tRNA 
binding sites (m1acp3Ψ1191 and m7G1575) (Sharma and Lafontaine, 2015). In 
addition to performing rRNA modifications, several rRNA methyltransferases 
are also required for ribosome biogenesis and pre-rRNA processing; however, 
only the presence of these proteins, and not their catalytic activity is important 
for ribosome biogenesis (Sharma and Lafontaine, 2015). 
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2.7.2.1. 28S/25S rRNA methyltransferases involved  
in ribosome biogenesis 
Rrp8 of budding yeast catalyses the formation of m1A645 of 25S rRNA (Peifer 
et al., 2013), while nucleomethylin (NML) is responsible for the formation of 28S 
rRNA m1A1309 in human (Waku et al., 2016). Rrp8 is not essential, however, it 
affects the biogenesis of both ribosomal subunits (Peifer et al., 2013; Schilling et 
al., 2012) and pre-rRNA processing within ITS1 at site A2 (Bousquet-Antonelli et 
al., 2000). The methyltransferase activity of Rrp8 is not required to process ITS2, 
which indicates that the roles of Rrp8 in rRNA methylation and ribosome 
biogenesis are separated (Peifer et al., 2013). Human NML is not required for pre-
rRNA processing (Tafforeau et al., 2013), however, it is important for ribosome 
60S subunit biogenesis and its depletion supresses cell proliferation, by activating 
the p53 pathway (Waku et al., 2016). Under nutrient deficiency, NML inhibits 
rDNA synthesis and protects cells from energy deprivation-dependent apoptosis 
(Murayama et al., 2008; Yang et al., 2013).  
In budding yeast, the essential nucleolar protein Nop2/Nsun1 (de Beus et al., 
1994) is responsible for the formation of m5C2870 of 25S rRNA (Sharma et al., 
2013a). A decrease in the expression level of Nop2 (Nucleolar protein gene 2) 
leads to lengthened doubling time and defects in ribosome biogenesis (Hong et 
al., 1997). It has been shown that the presence of m5C2870 methylation is critical 
because the expression of a catalytically inactive mutant of Nop2 does not 
rescue either the growth defects, the impairment of ribosome biogenesis, nor the 
reduced amount of polysomes (Sharma et al., 2013a). However, another study 
demonstrated that a catalytically dead mutant of Nop2 rescued the growth 
defect of a ∆Nop2 yeast strain, showing that the presence of m5C2870 is not 
important for ribosome biogenesis (Bourgeois et al., 2015). Based on sequence 
alignment, the homologous protein NSUN1 (also known as p120 and NOL1) is 
considered as a putative candidate for human 28S rRNA m5C4447 modification 
(Sharma et al., 2013a). NSUN1 is not required for rRNA processing; however, 
it possesses m5C methyltransferase activity and the expression of human 
NSUN1 in a ∆Nop2 yeast strain completely restores the 25S rRNA C2870 
methylation and partially rescues its growth defect (Bourgeois et al., 2015; 
Tafforeau et al., 2013). 
In budding yeast, the nucleolar protein Bmt5 and the nucleocytoplasmic 
protein Bmt6 catalyse the formation of two m3U modifications in 25S rRNA 
(Sharma et al., 2014). Both proteins and methylated residues are conserved 
among lower eukaryotes, however, these enzymes are not essential and their 
absence does not affect ribosome biogenesis or cell growth (Sharma et al., 2014). 
The budding yeast Bmt2 introduces the m1A2142 of 25S rRNA (Sharma et 
al., 2013b) and Rcm1 catalyses the formation m5C2278 of 25S rRNA (Gigova 
et al., 2014; Sharma et al., 2013a). Both methylations lie in the subunit interface 
of budding yeast ribosomes, however, neither the presence of these enzymes nor 
the methylations are essential for cell growth (Sharma et al., 2013b, 2013a). 
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Yeast 25S rRNA m1A2142 is conserved in lower eukaryotes and a Bmt2 
deletion does not cause defects in ribosome biogenesis (Sharma et al., 2013b). 
25S rRNA m5C2278 is part of the eukaryote specific intersubunit bridge 
eB14 (Sharma and Lafontaine, 2015). In this bridge, ribosomal protein eL41 
connects the LSU and modified nucleotides in the decoding site of SSU, namely 
the ac4C1773, m A1781ଶ଺  and m A1782ଶ଺  of 18S rRNA (Sharma and Lafontaine, 
2015). Deletion of Rcm1 does not interfere with ribosome 60S subunit synthesis 
(Schosserer et al., 2015; Sharma et al., 2013a). Downregulation of Rcm1 in yeast 
and its orthologs in worms and flies lengthens the lifespan of these organisms 
and increases their resistance to different types of stress, including heat shock 
and oxidative stress (Schosserer et al., 2015). m5C2278 corresponds to 28S 
rRNA m5C3782 in humans and NSUN5/WBSCR20, a conserved protein in 
eukaryotes, is considered to be the enzyme that catalyses this reaction in human 
cells (Schosserer et al., 2015; Sharma et al., 2013a). The methyltransferase 
activity of human NSUN5 has not yet been elucidated, however, it is known to 
affect ribosome synthesis in the early steps of pre-rRNA processing (Tafforeau 
et al., 2013). 
 
 
2.7.2.2. 18S rRNA methyltransferases in ribosome biogenesis 
Dim1/DIMT1 catalyses the formation of dimethyladenosines  
in 3´ end of 18S rRNA 
In the small subunit of the ribosome, the structure of 3´ end of rRNA (either 16S 
and 18S rRNA) is highly conserved and contains two dimethylated adenosines, 
located in helix 45 (Piekna-Przybylska et al., 2008). The formation of these 
modifications is carried out by a family of methyltransferases that are present in 
all domains of life (O’Farrell et al., 2008). The Dim1 protein modifies 18S 
rRNA m A1781ଶ଺  and m A1782ଶ଺  in budding yeast (Lafontaine et al., 1995) and 
the homologous human protein DIMT1 (also known as DIMT1L and DIM1) 
(Stanchi et al., 2001) is involved in the formation of 18S rRNA m A1850ଶ଺  and 
m A1851ଶ଺  (Zorbas et al., 2015). The nucleolar proteins DIMT1 and Dim1 are 
essential for human and yeast cells, respectively (Blomen et al., 2015; 
Lafontaine et al., 1994). Downregulation of Dim1 causes severe defects in pre-
rRNA processing, at sites A1 and A2, and leads to both the upregulation of 22S 
pre-rRNA and the downregulation of 27SA and 20S pre-rRNAs and this, in 
turn, is followed by a depletion in the pool of mature 18S rRNA (Lafontaine et 
al., 1995). In HeLa cells, depletion of DIMT1 by RNA interference causes un-
coupling of cleavages within sites A0 and 1 which leads to the accumulation of 
26S and 43S pre-rRNAs (Zorbas et al., 2015). DIMT1 depletion in other human 
cell lines (WI-38, RKO and HCT116) causes the level of 26S pre-rRNA to rise 
and also leads to the accumulation of 21S and 21S-C pre-rRNAs, which results 
in a reduction of mature 18S rRNA (Zorbas et al., 2015). The expression of 
catalytically inactive Dim1/DIMT1 mutants is able to rescue defects in pre-
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rRNA processing, which demonstrates that the presence of 18S rRNA dimethy-
lation is not required for ribosome biogenesis (Lafontaine et al., 1998b; Zorbas 
et al., 2015).  
Dim1 is a nucleolar protein that binds to the pre-rRNA processing machinery 
and affects early pre-rRNA cleavages; however, it remains bound with pre-
rRNA and catalyses the modification of two m A	ଶ଺  on 20S pre-rRNA in the cyto-
plasm (Lafontaine et al., 1998b). In human cells, the formation of m A1850ଶ଺  and 
m A1851ଶ଺  within 18S rRNA occurs earlier, already in the nucleus, but after the 
cleavages that are regulated by the presence of DIMT1 (Zorbas et al., 2015). 
Delay in rRNA processing and modification events support the hypothesis that 
the presence of Dim1 and DIMT1 within pre-ribosomes might serve as a quality 
control mechanism that regulates ribosome biogenesis (Lafontaine et al., 1998b; 
Zorbas et al., 2015). 
 
Kre33/NAT10 catalyses the formation N4-acetylcytidines 
The Kre33 protein within budding yeast and the human protein NAT10 are 
important for the introduction of two N4-acetylcytidines within 18S rRNA 
(Sharma et al., 2015). In humans, the vertebrate-specific box C/D snoRNA U13 
(Tyc and Steitz, 1989) is also critical for the formation of ac4C1842 (Sharma et 
al., 2015). Expression of a catalytically inactive form of Kre33 demonstrates 
that 18S rRNA acetylation is not essential for the growth of budding yeast cells 
(Sharma et al., 2015). However, Kre33 interacts with pre-40S ribosomes and its 
presence is essential for the biogenesis of the ribosome small subunit, pre-rRNA 
processing, and cell growth (Ito et al., 2014a; Sharma et al., 2015). Kre33 affects 
the early nucleolar cleavages (at sites A0-A2), and, as with Dim1, down-
regulation of Kre33 expression leads to the accumulation of 22S pre-rRNA 
(Lafontaine et al., 1995; Sharma et al., 2015). The depletion of NAT10 causes 
morphological changes in nucleoli and leads to a slow growth phenotype (Shen 
et al., 2009), increased apoptosis (Ito et al., 2014b), and reduces the level of 18S 
rRNA precursors (21S and 18S-E pre-rRNA), which results in a decrease in the 
production of ribosome 40S subunits (Ito et al., 2014b; Sharma et al., 2015; 
Tafforeau et al., 2013).  
 
snoRNP complex and stand-alone enzymes participate in the formation  
of hypermodified residue (m1acp3Ψ) 
The hypermodified residue, m1acp3Ψ1191 of 18S rRNA is synthesized in three 
steps and requires the action of the snoRNP complex as well as stand-alone 
enzymes. The first step occurs in the nucleolus where the H/ACA snoRNP 
complex (snoRNP35) carries out a pseudouridylation reaction (Samarsky et al., 
1995). Thereafter, the methyltransferase Nep1 (Emg1) catalyses N1-methy-
lation of Ψ (Meyer et al., 2011) and in the cytoplasm, Tsr3 catalyses the transfer 
of aminocarboxypropyl (acp) to m1Ψ thereby producing m1acp3Ψ (Meyer et al., 
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2016). 18S rRNA hypermodification and the enzymes that catalyse its forma-
tion are conserved in eukaryotes and it has been shown that the H/ACA box 
snoRNP complex (contains snoRNA ACA13) and TSR3 are required for the 
formation of 18S rRNA m1acp3Ψ1248 in human cells (Kiss et al., 2004; Meyer 
et al., 2016). The results obtained from an in vitro methylation assay demon-
strate that human NEP1 is able to methylate Ψ1248 (Wurm et al., 2010). 
In budding yeast, deletion of either snR35 or Tsr3 causes minor growth 
defects (Meyer et al., 2016), while the presence of Nep1 is essential (Eschrich et 
al., 2002). Like other 18S rRNA methyltransferases, yeast Nep1 and human 
NEP1, are important for ribosome small subunit biogenesis (Eschrich et al., 
2002; Tafforeau et al., 2013). Downregulation of NEP1 expression slightly 
decreases the levels of 47S, 45S, and 41S pre-rRNAs (Tafforeau et al., 2013) 
and in another study, upregulation of 30S, 21S, and 21S-C pre-rRNAs is also 
documented (Warda et al., 2016). A missense mutation in the gene encoding 
NEP1/EMG1 (D86G) is the cause of a severe autosomal recessive disease 
known as Bowen-Conradi syndrome (BCS; OMIM 211180) (Armistead et al., 
2009). The BCS mutation does not abolish the methyltransferase activity of 
NEP1, however, it does disrupt a salt bridge which leads to protein aggregation 
(Armistead et al., 2009) and its subsequent degradation in a proteasome-
dependent manner (Warda et al., 2016). As a result, a decrease in the level of 
NEP1 protein impairs ribosome SSU maturation in BCS (Warda et al., 2016). 
TSR3 affects several steps in ribosome small subunit maturation and its 
depletion in human cells causes the accumulation of 47S and 18S-E pre-rRNAs 
(Meyer et al., 2016). As with the human phenotype, deletion of Tsr3 in budding 
yeast causes accumulation of 35S pre-rRNA as well as an increase in the level 
of the final precursor of 18S rRNA, and the 20S pre-rRNA (Meyer et al., 2016). 
Unlike most rRNA methyltransferases, the expression of catalytically inactive 
mutants of Tsr3 does not rescue the processing defects (Meyer et al., 2016). 
 
Bud23/WBSCR22 catalyses the formation of N7-methylated guanosine 
Eukaryotic 18S rRNA contains another base methylation, N7-methylated 
guanosine (m7G), which, in the three-dimensional structure of the ribosome, is 
located in the ridge between the P-site and E-site tRNAs (Sharma and Lafontaine, 
2015). The presence of a guanosine base at this location is highly conserved, and 
corresponds to G1338 in Escherichia coli, however, its m7G methylation is only 
present in eukaryotes (m7G1575 and m7G1639 in budding yeast and human 18S 
rRNA, respectively) (Piekna-Przybylska et al., 2008; White et al., 2008). Bud23 
in yeast and its human ortholog WBSCR22 catalyse these methyl transfer 
reactions (Haag et al., 2015; White et al., 2008; Zorbas et al., 2015).  
rRNA base methyltransferase Bud23 is not essential in yeast, however its 
absence leads to loss of 18S rRNA m7G1575 methylation, pre-rRNA processing 
defects, impaired ribosome small subunit biogenesis, and decreased cell growth 
(White et al., 2008). Bud23 interacts with components of the SSU processome, 
Utp2 and Utp14, but not with U3 snoRNA (Sardana et al., 2013). The loss of 
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Bud23 expression causes accumulation of the initial pre-rRNA transcript, 35S 
pre-rRNA, as well as a decrease in 27SA pre-rRNA, which demonstrates that 
the early pre-rRNA processing step of cleaving A2 within ITS1 is impaired 
(Sardana and Johnson, 2012; White et al., 2008). Furthermore, after cleavage 
within A2, Bud23 remains bound to 20S pre-rRNA (Sardana et al., 2013). 20S 
pre-rRNA accumulation upon Bud23 deletion shows that the protein is also 
engaged in late steps of 18S rRNA formation (White et al., 2008). Similarly, 
pre-rRNA processing defects occur in WBSCR22 depleted human cells (Haag 
et al., 2015; Tafforeau et al., 2013; Zorbas et al., 2015). On the other hand, the 
pre-rRNA intermediates that accumulate as a result of WBSCR22 depletion are 
not identical with those that increase after Bud23 deletion. The details of this 
process are discussed in section 5.1.3. 
 
 
2.8. Trm112/TRMT112 is an interaction partner  
for several methyltransferases 
Budding yeast Trm112 is a 15-kDa zinc-finger protein that interacts with 
several methyltransferases important for translation. This protein is conserved 
in all domains of life, however, the residues important for binding the zinc atom 
are not conserved in metazoans (Bourgeois et al., 2017a). In budding yeast, the 
interactions of Trm112 with four methyltransferases, i.e., Trm9, Trm11, Mtq2, 
and Bud23, are considered direct interactions because these proteins co-purify 
with Trm112 when they are co-expressed in bacterial cells (Figaro et al., 2012; 
Heurgué-Hamard et al., 2006; Mazauric et al., 2010). A recent review compares 
various crystal structures of Trm112-methyltransferase complexes and found 
that Trm112 interacts with its methyltransferase partners in a very similar way, 
and, methyltransferases probably compete with each other to interact with 
Trm112 (Bourgeois et al., 2017a). During binding, the β3 of the methyltrans-
ferase forms a β-zipper interaction with β4 of Trm112 and this complex 
formation buries a large hydrophobic region on the surface of both partners 
(Létoquart et al., 2014, 2015; Liger et al., 2011). 
Trm9-Trm112 and Trm11-Trm112 complexes are involved in the modi-
fication of tRNAs. Trm9-Trm112 modifies the wobble uridine (U34) of some 
tRNAs and the Trm11-Trm112 complex catalyses the formation of 2-methyl-
guanosine (m2G) at position 10 of several tRNAs (Mazauric et al., 2010; 
Purushothaman et al., 2005). The Mtq2-Trm112 complex catalyses the methyla-
tion of translation termination factor eRF1 (Heurgué-Hamard et al., 2006), 
whereas the Bud23-Trm112 complex catalyses the formation of m7G1575 
within 18S rRNA and participates in ribosome 40S subunit biogenesis In 
addition to direct interactions, co-immunoprecipitation analysis demonstrates 
that the Trm112 protein forms complexes with 25S rRNA methyltransferases 
Nop2 and Rcm1 and is bound to 27S pre-rRNA, 7S pre-rRNA, and 25S rRNA, 
which affects the biogenesis of the large ribosomal subunit (Sardana and 
Johnson, 2012). 
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2.9. Extracellular vesicles as carriers of biological 
information 
In order to facilitate intercellular communication in normal and pathophysiolo-
gical processes, cells release various particles, collectively termed extracellular 
vesicles (EVs), to the extracellular environment (Abels and Breakefield, 2016). 
EVs present a heterogeneous family of small membranous particles that ori-
ginate from either endosomes or from the plasma membrane, and these particles 
are divided into three groups – e.g., exosomes, microvesicles and apoptotic 
bodies (Kalra et al., 2012). Exosomes range from 40 to 120 nm in size, are 
produced inside multivesicular endosomes or multivesicular bodies, and their 
release occurs when these compartments fuse with the plasma membrane 
(Colombo et al., 2014). Microvesicles (50–1000 nm) are formed and released 
via budding from the plasma membrane of the cell (Colombo et al., 2014). 
EVs are complex structures that are covered with a lipid bilayer that contains 
transmembrane proteins and encloses soluble hydrophilic components derived 
from the cytosol of the donor cell (Colombo et al., 2014). These particles are 
internalized via endocytosis or membrane fusion, which enables the release of 
the contents of the particle into the recipient cell (Mulcahy et al., 2014). Cell-
derived membrane vesicles are endogenous carriers of cellular proteins, as well 
as genetic material (DNA, RNA and non-coding RNAs), lipids or sugars and 
thus, the contents of a particular EV can influence the phenotype of recipient 
cells (Yáñez-Mó et al., 2015). EVs are deregulated in cancer and the possibility 
of using EVs to deliver therapeutic cargo is being investigated (van Dommelen 
et al., 2012). Virus-like particles (VLPs) are produced by ectopic expression of 
retrovirus Gag protein and are biochemically very similar to EVs and could 
potentially be used in immunotherapy and for the delivery of therapeutic cargo.  
In order to use EVs for medical purpose, it is important to precisely know 
their contents. Mass-spectrometry based analyses have shown that exosomes 
contain specific groups of cellular proteins, some of which vary with cell type; 
whereas others are found in most exosomes regardless of cell type (Colombo et 
al., 2014).  
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3. AIMS OF THE STUDY 
Ribosome biogenesis is a complex process that, in human cells, requires at least 
284 trans-acting factors that participate in pre-rRNA processing and modi-
fication, ribosome subunit assembly and transport of pre-ribosomal particles 
(Tafforeau et al., 2013). One third of these factors are medically important 
because they are related to genetic diseases and cancer (Tafforeau et al., 2013). 
The gene encoding the WBSCR22 protein is deleted in Williams-Beuren 
syndrome and its expression is increased in cancers (Doll and Grzeschik, 2001; 
Merla et al., 2002; Nakazawa et al., 2011; Tiedemann et al., 2012). Orthologs of 
WBSCR22 – e.g., the budding yeast’s Bud23 and Arabidopsis thaliana’s Rid2 
have nucleolar functions and participate in ribosome biogenesis (Ohbayashi et 
al., 2011; White et al., 2008). The cellular functions of WBSCR22 were un-
known when this current work was undertaken and the aim of the first part of 
this dissertation is to investigate the functions of WBSCR22 protein in human 
cells.  
The specific aims of the first part of this dissertation (Papers I and II) are the 
following: 
• to compare the expression level of WBSCR22 protein in cell-lines derived 
from Williams-Beuren syndrome patients and healthy controls, 
• to define the subcellular localization of WBSCR22 protein in order to 
become closer to clarifying its functions in the cells, 
• to elucidate, whether WBSCR22 protein is important for cell growth, pre-
rRNA processing and ribosome biogenesis, 
• to determine the interaction partners of WBSCR22 protein, 
• to elucidate whether the interacting proteins influence the functions of 
WBSCR22 protein.  
 
The second part of this work includes the formation and characterization of 
MLV Gag based virus-like particles carrying melanoma antigens. These are 
chimeric enveloped VLPs, formed by outward budding at the plasma membrane 
of host cells and therefore, host proteins are always included in VLPs. The aim 
of Paper III is to study the protein content of MLV-Gag induced virus-like 
particles using mass-spectrometry. 
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4. MATERIALS AND METHODS 
Detailed descriptions of the materials and methods used in this study are 
provided in the original publications and briefly reproduced here.  
In general, the cellular functions of WBSCR22 protein were studied in 
human tissue culture cells in which the expression level of WBSCR22 was 
reduced using RNA interference. For WBSCR22 depletion, WBSCR22 siRNAs 
were transfected into cells and analysed 72 hours after transfection by various 
methods discussed below. In order to analyse the role of WBSCR22 
downregulation on cell growth, the number of siWBSCR22 treated and control 
cells was counted up to 5 days. Studying the role of WBSCR22 in ribosome 
biogenesis and pre-rRNA processing required fractionating the cells into 
cytoplasmic and nuclear fractions. The cytoplasmic lysate from siWBSCR22 
treated cells was used in polyribosome profile analysis. For pre-rRNA pro-
cessing analysis, RNA from whole cells, cytoplasmic and nuclear fractions was 
extracted and separated by agarose gel electrophoresis and the abundance of 
different 18S rRNA processing precursors were evaluated by Northern blot. 
HeLa cell lysate ultracentrifugation through a sucrose gradient, followed by 
gradient fractionation, immunoblot, and RNA analysis enabled us to estimate 
the sedimentation properties of endogenous WBSCR22 protein. Immunoblot 
analysis was used to study the expression level of WBSCR22 protein in cell-
lines derived from the Williams-Beuren syndrome patients. 
In order to investigate which proteins interact with WBSCR22, a cell line 
that stably expresses epitope tagged WBSCR22 protein was generated and then 
studied using co-immunoprecipitation analysis. For this purpose, these cells, 
together with control cells, were metabolically labelled in SILAC media and 
analysed using mass-spectrometry. The most significant interactions found by 
analysing the SILAC data were then evaluated using immunoblot analysis. 
Based on these results, the immunofluorescence analysis was used to study the 
subcellular localization of WBSCR22, TRMT112, and C1QBP. For this, the 
fluorescent fusion proteins EGFP-WBSCR22 and TRMT112-mCherry were 
expressed in order to determine the subcellular localisation of the WBSCR22-
TRMT112 complex in live cells. Both immunoblot analysis and flow cytometry 
were used to monitor the expression of ectopically expressed WBSCR22 and 
EGFP-WBSCR22, respectively. Treatment with a 26S proteasome inhibitor 
(MG132) followed by immunoblot or flow cytometry enabled us to analyse 
whether the expression WBSCR22 is regulated by proteasomes.  
In order to produce MLV Gag based VLPs, the mouse fibroblast cell line 
COP5 was transfected with either plasmids that encode the MLV Gag protein to 
produce MLV Gag VLPs, or with plasmids that encode both the MLV Gag protein 
and the melanoma antigen (MART1, TRP1, MAGEA4, MAGEA10 or MCAM), 
to produce VLPs that carry one of the melanoma antigens. The VLPs were puri-
fied from cell culture media and characterized using various methods. To study 
the protein content of MLV Gag VLPs and VLPs that carry melanoma antigens, 
fractions that contain the VLPs were pooled and studied using mass-spectrometry. 
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5. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
5.1. WBSCR22 protein is required for cell growth,  
ribosome small subunit biogenesis and pre-rRNA 
processing (Papers I and II) 
5.1.1. The level of WBSCR22 protein is reduced  
in cell lines derived from Williams-Beuren syndrome patients 
WBSCR22 is one of the genes expressed from the single-copy gene region of 
Williams-Beuren syndrome chromosome locus (Doll and Grzeschik, 2001; 
Merla et al., 2002). Expression of most of the transcripts encoded by the 
7q11.23 chromosome region, including WBSCR22 mRNA, is reduced in WBS 
patients (Merla et al., 2006). However, for two genes, dosage-compensation 
mechanisms are known to exist, and their mRNA levels remain unaffected 
compared to healthy controls (Merla et al., 2006). Crucially, the existence of 
possible compensatory mechanisms acting at the protein level remains largely 
unexplored. To analyse the expression level of WBSCR22 protein, the immuno-
blot analysis from lymphoblastoid cell lines (LCL) derived from Williams-
Beuren syndrome patients, was performed (Paper I, Fig. 6A). This analysis 
demonstrates that the expression level of WBSCR22 protein is reduced to a 
level similar to the level of mRNA found in cell lines derived from WBS 
patients, which indicates that WBSCR22 is a dosage-sensitive gene and there-
fore studying its role in human cells is of great interest. 
 
 
5.1.2. WBSCR22 depletion reduces cell growth 
Several works have shown that the mRNA of WBSCR22 is upregulated in 
different types of malignancies, including invasive breast cancer, hepatocellular 
carcinoma, and multiple myeloma (Nakazawa et al., 2011; Stefanska et al., 
2014; Tiedemann et al., 2012). In cancer cells, the expression level of WBSCR22 
regulates cell survival and metastatic potential (Nakazawa et al., 2011; Tiede-
mann et al., 2012). In the cell lines derived from WBS patients, the levels of 
WBSCR22 mRNA (Merla et al., 2006) and protein (Paper I, Fig. 6) are reduced. 
The gene-dosage of multiple genes is altered in microdeletion syndromes (such 
as WBS) and also in malignancies, and one way to understand the function of 
individual genes is to observe cells deficient in the gene of interest. To determine 
the role of WBSCR22 in regulating cell growth, RNA interference (RNAi) was 
used to silence the expression of the WBSCR22 gene in HeLa cells, and cell 
growth was monitored for 5 days (Paper I, Fig. 1B). Surprisingly, when com-
pared to control cells, the cells transfected with siRNA targeting WBSCR22 
mRNA displayed significantly reduced growth at 72, 96, and 120 hours after 
transfection. The doubling time of control cells was 21 hours, whereas in 
WBSCR22-depleted cells, the doubling time was lengthened to 25 hours. This 
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clearly demonstrates that WBSCR22 is important for cell growth. This obser-
vation is in accordance with the results obtained by gene-trap mutagenesis and 
CRIPR/Cas9-directed gene editing systems that both demonstrate that WBSCR22 
is essential for cell viability under laboratory experimental conditions (Blomen 
et al., 2015; Wang et al., 2015a). In comparison, the budding yeast protein 
Bud23, which is an ortholog of WBSCR22, is not essential for cell viability, yet 
the deletion of Bud23 causes a slow-growth phenotype (White et al., 2008). 
Similarly, in Arabidopsis thaliana, the presence of the WBSCR22 ortholog 
RID2 is required for plant growth (Ohbayashi et al., 2011). Therefore, as with 
its orthologs RID2 and Bud23, WBSCR22 is a factor that helps to regulate cell 
growth. 
 
 
5.1.3. WBSCR22 is required for ribosome small subunit  
biogenesis and pre-rRNA processing 
In order to determine whether human WBSCR22 affects ribosome biogenesis, 
its expression was reduced by siRNAs and a polyribosome profile analysis of 
cytoplasmic extracts was performed. As shown in Paper I, Fig. 2A, down-
regulation of WBSCR22 causes defects in ribosome small subunit biogenesis 
that are characterized by a decrease in the amount of free 40S subunits in the 
cytoplasm, together with an increase in the amount of free 60S subunits. This 
ribosome subunit imbalance results in a diminished amount of 80S ribosomes in 
WBSCR22 depleted cells, compared to control cells. This, in turn, can reduce 
the capability to translate and may be the main cause of increased cell doubling 
time (Paper I, Fig. 1A). Compared to controls, the amount of mature 18S rRNA 
decreases in the cytoplasm of WBSCR22 depleted cells, and the decreased ratio 
of 18S to 28S rRNA (Paper I, Fig. 2B) indicates that the observed defects in 
ribosome small subunit biogenesis may arise due to errors in the production of 
mature 18S rRNA.  
Mature 18S rRNA is produced from 47S pre-rRNA transcript by exo- and 
endoribonucleolytic cleavages in a complex and hierarchical pre-rRNA pro-
cessing pathway (Henras et al., 2015; Mullineux and Lafontaine, 2012). In 
human cells, at least 286 proteins affect pre-rRNA processing (Tafforeau et al., 
2013). With the aim to analyse the role of WBSCR22 in pre-rRNA processing, 
cells transfected with siRNAs against WBSCR22 were fractionated into cyto-
plasmic and nuclear parts, and the RNA from each fraction as well as whole 
cells was analysed by Northern blot (Paper I, Fig. 3B and C). In this experiment, 
a oligonucleotide probe that hybridizes to the 5´ end of ITS1 and recognizes 
18S rRNA processing precursors, including 45S, 41S, 30S, 21S and 18S-E pre-
rRNAs, was used. As depicted in Paper I (Fig. 3B and C), WBSCR22 does not 
affect the early pre-rRNA processing events because the relative amount of 45S, 
41S and 30S pre-rRNAs remained unaffected in the HeLa and HEK293 cells 
used in this study. However, when the amount of WBSCR22 was depleted, a 
slight decrease in 21S pre-rRNA occurs in the cell nucleus, together with a  
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3-fold accumulation of 18S-E pre-rRNA. This indicates that WBSCR22 is 
involved in late nuclear steps of pre-rRNA processing. Accumulation of 18S-E 
pre-rRNA upon WBSCR22 depletion was also uncovered in a siRNA screen 
that analysed the involvement of nucleolar proteins in pre-rRNA processing 
(Tafforeau et al., 2013) and later in other articles (Haag et al., 2015; Zorbas et 
al., 2015).  
18S-E pre-rRNA is the final precursor of 18S rRNA that appears in the 
nucleus, and is then exported to the cytoplasm where the final maturation of 
pre-40S subunits take place (Henras et al., 2015; Mullineux and Lafontaine, 
2012; Rouquette et al., 2005). In whole cell extract, the accumulation of 18S-E 
pre-rRNA does not indicate, whether the late nuclear processing events, or 
subsequent cytoplasmic cleavage at site, 3 is impaired. In WBSCR22 depleted 
cells, the diminished amount of free 40S particles and the nuclear accumulation 
of 18S-E pre-rRNA indicate that WBSCR22 can be important for ribosome 
small subunit export. Alternatively, the effect can be indirect, and instead of 
influencing transport to the cytoplasm, defective pre-40S particles can become 
trapped in the nucleus and accumulate. In mammalian cells, 18S-E pre-rRNA is 
comprised of mature 18S rRNA with an additional ~15 to 80 nucleotides of 
ITS1 sequence at its 3´ end (Haag et al., 2015; Preti et al., 2013; Rouquette et al., 
2005). This variation in ITS1 sequence length arises because 18S-E pre-rRNA 
processing is performed by 3´-5´ exoribonucleolytic trimming that occurs during 
the transport of pre-40S particles (Preti et al., 2013). As a result of WBSCR22 
depletion, the average length of 18S rRNA 3´ end extensions increases, which 
indicates that WBSCR22 is required for proper 3´-5´ trimming of 18S-E pre-
rRNA prior to its export to the cytoplasm (Haag et al., 2015).  
The expression of exogenous WBSCR22 is able to rescue the pre-rRNA 
processing defect present in WBSCR22 siRNA treated cells because the accu-
mulation of 18S-E pre-rRNA disappears at an expression level similar to the 
endogenous protein (Paper I, Fig. 3D and E).  
WBSCR22 is a methyltransferase that catalyses the formation of 18S rRNA 
m7G1639 methylation; however, as with the wild-type protein, it has been 
shown that the expression of catalytically inactive mutants, WBSCR22-G63E 
and WBSCR22-D82K, also rescue the ribosome biogenesis defect which 
implies that WBSCR22 protein also has a methyltransferase activity-independent 
role in ribosome biogenesis (Haag et al., 2015; Zorbas et al., 2015). Likewise, 
the methyltransferase activity of the budding yeast protein Bud23 is not critical 
for pre-rRNA processing because the exogenous expression of catalytically 
inactive forms of Bud23 rescues the pre-rRNA processing defects and the slow-
growth phenotype of a Bud23∆ yeast strain (White et al., 2008). Similarly, the 
rRNA methyltransferase activities of human DIMT1 as well as yeast Dim1 and 
Emg1/Nep1 are dispensable for ribosome biogenesis and cell growth (Lafon-
taine et al., 1995; Leulliot et al., 2008; Zorbas et al., 2015). Thus, rRNA methyl-
transferases often have two independent roles in ribosome biogenesis, and their 
participation in pre-rRNA processing seems to be more critical than their 
enzymatic activity as rRNA methyltransferases. Nevertheless, evolution has 
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maintained the catalytic activity of enzymes that modify rRNA, and rRNA 
modifications are clustered at functionally important regions of the ribosome, 
thereby implying that they are beneficial for the function of ribosomes (Decatur 
and Fournier, 2002). 
 
 
5.1.4. WBSCR22 sediments with ribosome 40S subunits 
To both perform 18S rRNA G1639 methylation and participate in pre-rRNA 
processing, WBSCR22 should bind to pre-ribosomes. Therefore, the sedi-
mentation behaviour of WBSCR22 protein in sucrose density gradient ultra-
centrifugation was analysed (Paper I, Fig. 5B and C). The results of this 
experiment revealed that WBSCR22 sediments at positions that correspond to 
ribosome 40S/pre-40S subunits. However, it did also sediment in fractions 
smaller than 40S subunits, which indicates that WBSCR22 is not exclusively 
associated with ribosomal particles. Compared to WBSCR22, Bud23 exhibits a 
broader sedimentation profile, namely in peaks corresponding to 40S/pre-40S 
and 80S/90S sized fractions (Figaro et al., 2012; Létoquart et al., 2014; Sardana 
and Johnson, 2012). The 90S pre-ribosome or SSU processome represents an 
early ribosome biogenesis complex that consists of pre-rRNA, U3 snoRNA, 
early binding transacting factors and ribosomal proteins (Dragon et al., 2002; 
Grandi et al., 2002). Bud23 sedimentation at 90S pre-ribosomes is in agreement 
with the genetic and physical interaction between Bud23 and SSU processome 
components Utp2 and Utp14 (Sardana et al., 2013). It has been proposed that 
Bud23 acts at the transition between the early and middle stages of 40S subunit 
synthesis at the time of A2 cleavage, which separates the biogenesis pathways of 
LSU and SSU in budding yeast (Sardana et al., 2013). In contrast, WBSCR22 
depletion affects processing events that occur after the cleavage within ITS1, 
which may explain why it does not sediment in large pre-ribosome fractions 
(Paper I, Fig. 3B and C). 
 
 
5.1.5. WBSCR22 is a nuclear protein that  
can accumulate within nucleoli 
The subcellular localization analysis of WBSCR22 in HeLa cells demonstrates 
that endogenous WBSCR22 exhibits a diffuse signal throughout the cell nucleus 
and it is neither accumulated nor excluded from the nucleoli (Paper I, Fig. 5A). 
A similar pattern of WBSCR22 staining is also reported for the human melanoma 
cell line A375M (Nakazawa et al., 2011). However, in some works, WBSCR22 
displays a nuclear and cytoplasmic staining with enrichment in the nucleus 
(Jangani et al., 2014; Zorbas et al., 2015). WBSCR22 contains a C-terminal 
nuclear localization signal in addition to its N-terminal methyltransferase 
domain (Doll and Grzeschik, 2001; Merla et al., 2002), and probably moves 
through nuclear pore complexes (NPC) by active carrier-mediated transport 
(Marfori et al., 2011). In addition, because of its small size (~32 kDa), WBSCR22 
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can also enter the nucleus by passive diffusion (Marfori et al., 2011). Small 
variations in the results of indirect immunofluorescence analyses can be 
explained by the properties of the antibodies used – different antibodies can 
either recognize different epitopes of WBSCR22, or, furthermore, antibodies 
can also be unspecific and bind to epitopes of other proteins. One alternative to 
immunofluorescence analysis is to take advantage of recombinant proteins 
composed of an in-frame fusion between a fluorescent protein, such as EGFP, 
and the protein of interest. The use of fluorescent fusion proteins enables one to 
study the localisation of proteins and protein complexes in live cells. As seen in 
live cell microscopy analysis (Paper II, Fig. 3A), the fusion protein EGFP-
WBSCR22 can be detected in the nucleoplasm as well as in nucleoli. The C-
terminal domain of WBSCR22 (EGFP-WBSCR22-CTD), which contains the 
NLS, can be detected in both the nucleus and nucleoli. In contrast, the methyl-
transferase domain of WBSCR22 (EGFP-WBSCR22-MTD), which lacks the 
NLS, is enriched in the cytoplasm. The nucleolar accumulation of WBSCR22 
indicates that WBSCR22 is probably involved in both nucleolar as well as 
nucleoplasmic processes. In Sacchamyces cerevisiae, Bud23-GFP localizes 
mainly in the nucleolus (White et al., 2008). Compared to WBSCR22, the 
nucleolar accumulation of Bud23 is more pronounced and corresponds with its 
involvement in earlier pre-rRNA processing steps (Sardana et al., 2013; White 
et al., 2008). In Arabidopsis thaliana, RID2-GFP expressed from the RID2 
promoter localizes in the nucleus with accumulation in the nucleolus, which is 
in accordance with its role in early and intermediate pre-rRNA processing steps 
(Ohbayashi et al., 2011). 
 
 
5.2. A principal interaction partner of WBSCR22  
in human cells is TRMT112 (Paper II)  
5.2.1. WBSCR22 interacts with TRMT112 
For a better understanding of the cellular functions of WBSCR22, it is 
important to know its interaction partners. In order to investigate the protein 
complexes that contain WBSCR22, a SILAC (stable isotope labelling by amino 
acids in the cell culture) coupled co-immunoprecipitation analysis followed by 
identification by mass-spectrometry was performed. For this experiment, cells 
that stably express BPV1 E2-tagged WBSCR22 were generated from the U2OS 
cell line. As seen in Paper II, Fig. 1A, the expression level of epitope-tagged 
WBSCR22 in the U2OS-E2Tag-WBSCR22 cell line is similar to the endo-
genous protein, which enables one to study its function close to the physiolo-
gical expression level. The same cell line was used for co-immunoprecipitation 
analysis and here the intensity ratio of heavy to light peptides reflects the 
relative abundance of peptides enriched in WBSCR22 pull-down fraction 
compared to control. 
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As seen in Fig. 1C within Paper II, the peptides of ribosomal proteins, as well 
as YBX1 (Y-box binding protein 1), C1QBP (complement C1q binding protein), 
TRMT112 (tRNA methyltransferase 11–2 homolog (S. cerevisiae)) and 
WBSCR22 itself were enriched in WBSCR22 pull-down fractions. C1QBP is a 
multifunctional protein involved in the complement pathway (Ghebrehiwet et 
al., 1994), mRNA splicing (Petersen-Mahrt et al., 1999), transcription regulation 
(Chattopadhyay et al., 2004), apoptosis (Itahana and Zhang, 2008) and also pre-
rRNA processing (Yoshikawa et al., 2015). C1QBP localizes mainly in the 
cytoplasm and mitochondria; however, a fraction of this protein is found in 
nucleoli, where it interacts with proteins involved in ribosome biogenesis, 
including FBL and NOP52, and affects the early steps in pre-rRNA processing 
(Yoshikawa et al., 2011). Although WBSCR22 is involved in the late steps of 
pre-rRNA processing, the enrichment of C1QBP in WBSCR22 pull-down 
fractions suggests that WBSCR22 might also associate with 90S pre-ribosomes. 
The interaction between C1QBP and WBSCR22 has been detected in another 
mass-spectrometry based analysis (Zhang et al., 2013), but could not be con-
firmed by immunoblot analysis, which may reflect the transient nature of this 
interaction (Paper II, Fig. 1D). C1QBP interacts with and regulates the activity 
of YBX1 (Wang et al., 2015b), another protein found in the current study. 
Although the interaction between WBSCR22 and YBX1 proteins was not 
analysed by immunoblotting in this work, its importance for ribosome bio-
genesis needs to be evaluated in future studies.  
TRMT112 exhibits the highest enrichment (H/L ratio) in the WBSCR22 
pull-down fraction (Paper II, Fig. 1C) and is also confirmed as a WBSCR22 
interacting protein by immunoblot analysis (Paper II, Fig. 1B). In agreement 
with the results of this work, another study that investigated the interaction 
partners of over-expressed WBSCR22 by mass-spectrometry also identified 
C1QBP, YBX1, and TRMT112 in WBSCR22 pull-down fractions (Jangani et 
al., 2014). The budding yeast ortholog of TRMT112, Trm112, is a small zinc-
finger protein (~15 kDa) that interacts with several methyltransferases, 
including the tRNA methyltransferases Trm9 and Trm11 (Purushothaman et al., 
2005; Studte et al., 2008), the protein methyltransferase Mtq2 (Heurgué-
Hamard et al., 2006) and the rRNA methyltransferases Nop2 and Rcm1 (Sardana 
and Johnson, 2012). Human TRMT112 protein also interacts with methyltrans-
ferases involved in translation, namely with ALKBH8 (ABH8) and HEMK2α, 
which methylate the wobble uridine of certain tRNAs and the translation 
termination factor eRF1, respectively (Figaro et al., 2008; Fu et al., 2010). Thus, 
in complex with various methyltransferases, budding yeast Trm112 and human 
TRMT112 serve as cofactors. Notably, the interaction between WBSCR22 and 
TRMT112 is required for pre-rRNA processing as well as facilitating the 18S 
rRNA m7G 1639 methylation (Zorbas et al., 2015).  
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5.2.2. TRMT112 regulates the stability of WBSCR22 
In order to study the functional importance of the protein-protein interactions 
revealed in this work, the expression levels of WBSCR22, TRMT112, and 
C1QBP were reduced by siRNAs, and the efficiency of depletion was determined 
by immunoblotting. As seen in Fig. 2A within Paper II, the expression of all 
proteins analysed was reduced upon treatment with their respective siRNAs. 
Furthermore, transfection with siRNA that targets TRMT112 reduced the 
expression level of TRMT112 itself and also decreased the expression level of 
WBSCR22 protein in HeLa cells. This indicates that the presence of TRMT112 
is important for the stability of WBSCR22 protein. In contrast to TRMT112 
depletion, downregulation of C1QBP expression by RNA interference did not 
alter the expression level of WBSCR22. In order to determine if the decrease in 
WBSCR22 protein level is specific to a reduced level of TRMT112 protein 
rather than an off-target effect of the particular siRNA sequence, alternative 
siRNA sequences that target TRMT112 mRNA were designed and used in a 
comparable study. As with the original TRMT112 siRNA, other siRNA 
sequences were effective in decreasing the TRMT112 mRNA expression level 
and all led to a decrease in WBSCR22 expression in the human cell lines HeLa 
and U2OS (Paper II, Fig. 2B and C). In addition, in the African green monkey 
cell line COS-7, siRNAs that target TRMT112 also reduce the expression of 
both TRMT112 and WBSCR22 (Paper II, Fig. 2D).  
siRNAs complementary to the 3´ untranslated region (3´UTR) of human 
TRMT112 mRNA decrease the expression of endogenous TRMT112; however, 
these siRNAs do not target exogenously expressed TRMT112 that lacks the 
native 3´UTR, which makes it possible to perform rescue experiments. In 
complementation analysis, the expression of exogenous TRMT112 is able to 
restore the normal protein level of WBSCR22 in cells where the expression of 
endogenous TRMT112 is silenced by siRNA transfection (Paper II, Fig. 2E). 
These results reveal that the expression level of WBSCR22 protein is positively 
regulated by the expression of TRMT112 and indicate that the availability of 
TRMT112 is crucial for the stability of WBSCR22.  
Unpublished results from our research group demonstrate that in Escherichia 
coli, recombinant histidine-tagged WBSCR22 protein is insoluble and forms 
inclusion bodies. On the other hand, co-expression of WBSCR22 and its inter-
action partner TRMT112 increases the solubility of WBSCR22 in bacterial cells 
which implies that TRMT112 regulates folding and thereby the stability of the 
WBSCR22 protein (Zorbas et al., 2015). Similarly, the budding yeast Bud23, 
Mtq2, and Trm9 proteins are largely insoluble in E. coli, and the co-expression 
of these methyltransferases with Trm112 increases their solubility (Figaro et al., 
2012; Heurgué-Hamard et al., 2006; Mazauric et al., 2010). Crystal structure 
analysis has revealed that Bud23 interacts with Trm112 through the formation 
of a parallel β-zipper involving the Bud23 strand β3 and the Trmt112 strand β4, 
thereby covering the hydrophobic residues of Bud23 (Létoquart et al., 2014). 
Thus, shielding the hydrophobic amino acid residues of Bud23 increases the 
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solubility and stability of this protein (Létoquart et al., 2014). In budding yeast 
cells, Trm112 is required for the stability of Bud23 and Mtq2, but not for 
Trm11, Nop2, and Rcm1 (Sardana and Johnson, 2012). The interaction mode of 
other complexes (Trm11-Trm112, Mtq2-Trm112, and Trm9-Trm112 hetero-
dimers) is similar to the Bud23-Trm112 complex and only the tRNA methyl-
transferase Trm11 can be expressed and purified in E. coli without Trm112 co-
expression (Bourgeois et al., 2017b).  
 
 
5.2.3. WBSCR22 regulates the subcellular localization of TRMT112 
We and others have previously shown by indirect immunofluorescence analysis 
that endogenous WBSCR22 localizes diffusely in the cell nucleus (Paper I, Fig. 
5A; Nakazawa et al., 2011; Zorbas et al., 2015). In silico predictions indicate 
that ~50% of human TRMT112 protein localizes to the cytoplasm (Towns and 
Begley, 2012). In accordance with this, indirect immunofluorescence analyses 
reveal that human TRMT112 distributes to both the nucleus and the cytoplasm 
of HeLa cells, and, moreover, is excluded from the nucleolus (Paper II, Fig. 
S1). In another publication, human TRMT112 was found to be enriched in the 
nucleus and excluded from the nucleoli, with only a fraction of the protein 
found in the cytoplasm (Zorbas et al., 2015). Comparing the work of our group 
and D. Lafontaine’s group, the sub-nuclear distribution of TRMT112 protein is 
identical; however, the amount and distribution of cytoplasmic TRMT112 
protein is different. The same antibody against human TRMT112 protein as in 
our work was also used for the Human Protein Atlas database; however, in their 
work, TRMT112 protein co-localizes with microtubules, while only a small 
fraction of the protein is nuclear (Uhlén et al., 2015). Thus, the results of 
different groups are in partial disagreement and, therefore, the use of another 
method for studying the subcellular localization of TRMT112 would be 
beneficial. In order to further examine the subcellular distribution of TRMT112, 
a construct that encodes the fluorescent fusion protein TRMT112-mCherry was 
generated. As demonstrated in Fig. 3A of Paper II, the control protein mCherry 
and TRMT112-mCherry can be detected throughout the entire cell, both in the 
nucleus and in the cytoplasm. These data are in agreement with immuno-
fluorescence analysis of the TRMT112 protein and indicate that TRMT112 can 
shuttle between the nucleus and cytoplasm of the cell.  
In order to analyse the subcellular distribution of the WBSCR22 and 
TRMT112 complex, EGFP-WBSCR22 and TRMT112-mCherry fusion proteins 
were co-expressed in human cells and analysed using live cell microscopy. The 
fluorescence signals of EGFP-WBSCR22 and TRMT112-mCherry were detected 
in the cell nucleus, indicating that WBSCR22-TRMT112 complex localizes 
mainly in nucleoplasm (Paper II, Fig. 3B). When WBSCR22 is exogenously 
expressed together with TRMT112, the latter protein redistributes to the cell 
nucleus, thereby implying that WBSCR22 affects the subcellular localization of 
TRMT112. However, while TRMT112-mCherry in complex with EGFP-
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WBSCR22 can be detected in the nucleolus it does not display enrichment 
towards this compartment. 
Based on co-immunoprecipitation analysis, WBSCR22 interacts with 
TRMT112 via its N-terminal methyltransferase domain (MTD) (Paper II, Fig. 
3D). The fusion protein EGFP-WBSCR22-MTD, which lacks the C-terminally 
located NLS, localizes within the cytoplasm of HeLa cells, and, crucially, when 
co-expressed with TRMT112-mCherry, both proteins localize within the 
cytoplasm (Paper II, Fig. 3B). On the other hand, the chimeric protein EGFP-
WBSCR22-CTD, which is comprised of the EGFP protein fused with 38 amino 
acids from the C-terminus of WBSCR22, does not interact with TRMT112 
(Paper II, Fig. 3E). In agreement with the other experiments, co-expression of 
EGFP-WBSCR22-CTD and TRMT112-mCherry does not change the sub-
cellular localization of the latter protein – EGFP-WBSCR22-CTD is a nuclear 
protein that is enriched in the nucleoli, whereas in the same cells, TRMT112-
mCherry can be detected in the cytoplasm and nucleus of the cell and is 
excluded from the nucleoli (Paper II, Fig. 3B). These results demonstrate that 
the methyltransferase domain of WBSCR22 protein is important for its 
interaction with TRMT112, and, furthermore, the localization of the WBSCR22-
TRMT112 complex is determined by the WBSCR22 protein. 
 
 
5.2.4. WBSCR22 mutants defective in TRMT112 binding  
are less stable than the wild-type protein 
In order to gain more knowledge about the biological function of the WBSCR22-
TRMT112 interaction, WBSCR22 mutants with substitutions in amino acids 
located on the interface of the WBSCR22-TRMT112 complex were generated. 
A crystal structure analysis of the budding yeast Bud23-Trm112 complex 
indicates that the interaction interface consists of a large hydrophobic core 
surrounded by polar residues (Létoquart et al., 2014). A sequence alignment 
between Bud23 and WBSCR22 proteins demonstrates that the amino acid 
residues involved in complex formation are conserved between budding yeast 
and human (Létoquart et al., 2014).  
Based on the conservation data, two putative TRMT112 binding deficient 
mutants of WBSCR22 protein – WBSCR22-KT/AA and WBSCR22-D117A – 
were constructed in the current work (Paper II). In the WBSCR22-D117A 
mutant, the conserved aspartic acid at position 117 of WBSCR22 is replaced 
with alanine, and in the WBSCR22-KT/AA double-mutant, the lysine and 
threonine at positions 112 and 115, respectively, are replaced with alanines. In 
addition, these mutants contained either an E2Tag epitope tag in their  
N-terminus or were expressed as fusion proteins in-frame with EGFP. 
The amino acid D112 of Bud23, corresponding to D117 in WBSCR22, is 
involved in the formation of a salt bridges between Bud23 and Trm112, and the 
Bud23 D112A and D112G mutants exhibit a slow-growth phenotype (Létoquart 
et al., 2014). The amino acids R107 and S110 of Bud23 are both involved in the 
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formation of hydrogen bonds in the Bud23-Trm112 complex, and correspond to 
K112 and T115 in the WBSCR22 protein (Létoquart et al., 2014). As shown by 
two hybrid assays in yeast, single-mutant R107L, S110P, and D112G forms of 
Bud23, as well as triple-mutant Bud23, have reduced binding to Trm112 (Sardana 
and Johnson, 2012; Sardana et al., 2014). Much less is known about the inter-
action between human WBSCR22 and TRMT112 proteins. 
With the aim of tracking the expression of the WBSCR22 protein variants 
described above, HeLa cells were transiently transfected with plasmids that either 
encode for EGFP-WBSCR22, or one of its mutants KT/AA and D117A, and the 
number of EGFP positive cells was monitored up to three days after transfection 
using flow cytometry analysis. As shown in Fig. 4A of Paper II, 24 hours after 
transfection approximately 50% of the cells expressed the EGFP and EGFP-
WBSCR22 proteins, whereas only about 40% of the cells expressed the mutant 
proteins EGFP-WBSCR22-D117A and EGFP-WBSCR22-KT/AA. After 48 
hours, the percentage of cells expressing EGFP and EGFP-WBSCR22 proteins 
was still close to 50%, whereas the number of cells expressing mutant proteins 
EGFP-WBSCR22-D117A and EGFP-WBSCR22-KT/AA had declined to 15–
20%. 72 hours after transfection, the difference between WBSCR22 and its 
mutants was even more pronounced. Similar results were seen in other human 
cell lines. 
The expression of WBSCR22 protein and its mutants using flow cytometry 
was also confirmed using immunoblot analysis. For this experiment, the epitope-
tagged WBSCR22 protein was expressed in HeLa cells, which were lysed 24 
hours after transfection. As seen in Fig. 4B of Paper II, the expression level of 
wild-type WBSCR22 protein was elevated compared to the mutant proteins 
WBSCR22-KT/AA and D117A, which were barely detectable. The ectopic 
expression of epitope-tagged TRMT112 protein increased the abundance of 
wild-type WBSCR22 protein as well as the expression levels of the mutant 
proteins, which indicates that the mutants have possibly retained some ability to 
bind to TRMT112. Nevertheless, over-expression of TRMT112 had more 
influence on the protein level of wild-type WBSCR22 protein compared to its 
impact on the expression levels of the WBSCR22 mutants. The protein level of 
TRMT112 was also increased by co-expression with WBSCR22, indicating that 
WBSCR22 and TRMT112 proteins stabilize each other within the cells.  
In order to investigate how strongly the WBSCR22 point-mutations affect 
the interaction with TRMT112 protein, a co-immunoprecipitation analysis was 
performed in HeLa cells. Epitope-tagged wild-type WBSCR22 protein was able 
to pull-down the endogenous TRMT112 protein (Paper II, Fig. 4C), and, 
reciprocally, epitope-tagged TRMT112 co-immunoprecipitated with the endo-
genous WBSCR22 protein (Paper II, Fig. 4D). Unfortunately, due to the low 
expression levels of the WBSCR22 mutants in HeLa cells, the results of the 
pull-down experiments did not provide insight into whether the interaction with 
TRMT112 was affected in these cells. Therefore, a similar co-immuno-
precipitation analysis was performed in COS-7 cells. COS-7 cells express the 
large T-antigen of simian virus 40 (SV40), allowing plasmids containing the 
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SV40 origin of replication to replicate in these cells, thereby augmenting the 
level of plasmid-driven gene expression. The vector that encodes EGFP protein 
replicates in COS-7 cells (Paper II, Fig. 4A) and the expression levels of 
WBSCR22 protein and its mutants are high in COS-7 cells (Paper II, Fig. 4E). 
Furthermore, the number of cells expressing EGFP-WBSCR22 and its mutant 
variants remained constant for three days (Paper II, Fig 4A). Fig. 4E within 
Paper II shows that the wild-type WBSCR22 protein and also both mutants 
(KT/AA and D117A) were able to pull-down endogenous TRMT112 protein. 
However, the resulting amount of TRMT112 protein was different between 
WBSCR22 and its mutants. Mutating WBSCR22 lysine 112 and threonine 115 
results in about a 2-fold decrease of co-precipitated TRMT112, while mutating 
the highly conserved aspartic acid 117 results in an almost complete loss of 
interaction between WBSCR22 and TRMT112. This confirms that the residues 
K112, T115, and D117 within WBSCR22 are all important for interacting with 
TRMT112.  
The subcellular localization of EGFP-WBSCR22-D117A is similar to the 
wild-type protein, i.e., the D117A mutant localises to the nucleus and nucleoli 
(Paper II, Fig. 3B). Surprisingly, the co-expression of EGFP-WBSCR22-D117A 
and TRMT112-mCherry caused an enrichment of TRMT112-mCherry in the 
nucleus. This result points to the possibility that the nuclear accumulation of 
TRMT112-mCherry is caused by endogenous WBSCR22 protein. In support of 
this, the depletion of endogenous WBSCR22 by RNA interference decreased 
the amount of WBSCR22-D117A and TRMT112 in the nucleus and increased the 
amount of cytoplasmic TRMT112-mCherry (Paper II, Fig. S2). Nevertheless, 
these results indicate that the WBSCR22-D117A mutant has retained some 
ability to bind to TRMT112. 
 
 
5.2.5. The level of WBSCR22 protein is regulated  
by the ubiquitin-proteasome pathway 
The stability of WBSCR22 protein is controlled by its interaction partner 
TRMT112, and WBSCR22 mutants with reduced affinity towards TRMT112 
are less stable than wild-type WBSCR22. Furthermore, ectopically expressed 
EGFP-WBSCR22 wild-type seems to be less stable than the control protein 
EGFP. In eukaryotic cells, the turnover of cellular proteins is chiefly regulated 
by the ubiquitin-proteasome pathway. In order to find out whether the amount 
of WBSCR22 protein and its mutants are controlled by proteasomal degra-
dation, HeLa cells were transfected with plasmids encode for EGFP, EGFP-
WBSCR22, and its mutants, and the number of cells expressing EGFP was 
monitored in the presence and absence of MG132, an inhibitor of the protea-
some. MG132 was added to the cells 24 hours after transfection, and cells were 
subsequently incubated for 16 hours before analysis by flow cytometry (Paper 
II, Fig. 6A). Inhibition of the ubiquitin-proteasome pathway slightly increased 
the percentage of cells expressing EGFP-WBSCR22; however, the proportion 
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of cells expressing EGFP protein did not change. The percentage of cells 
expressing EGFP-WBSCR22-D117A and EGFP-WBSCR22-KT/AA increased 
to the level of wild-type WBSCR22. These results indicate that the turnover of 
wild-type WBSCR22 as well as its mutants is regulated by proteasomal de-
gradation. Immunoblot analysis confirmed that the inhibition of proteasomes 
with MG132 increased the amount of ectopically expressed WBSCR22, whereas 
the amount of endogenous tubulin did not change (Paper II, Fig. 6B). In the same 
experiment, a slight increase in the expression level of endogenous TRMT112 
protein was also detected, implying that the degradation of TRMT112 protein is 
also under the control of the ubiquitin-proteasome pathway. As shown in Fig. 
6C within Paper II, the downregulation of TRMT112 expression decreased the 
amount of WBSCR22 protein, whereas the inhibition of proteasomes is able to 
increase the amount of WBSCR22 in TRMT112-depleted cells. This indicates 
that unbound WBSCR22 is degraded by the ubiquitin-proteasome pathway.  
Proteasome-dependent degradation involves the addition of poly-ubiquitin 
chains to the target molecule. In order to study whether ubiquitin chains are 
added to WBSCR22 protein, a co-immunoprecipitation experiment was per-
formed. In this experiment, HeLa cells were transfected with plasmids that 
encode HA-tagged ubiquitin and E2-tagged WBSCR22, and the antibody 
against E2 Tag was used to precipitate WBSCR22 complexes. As shown in Fig. 
6D within Paper II, WBSCR22 and WBSCR22-D17A pull-down fractions 
contained poly-ubiquitinylated molecules, which again confirm that the amount 
of WBSCR22 is controlled by proteasome-dependent degradation. 
 
 
5.2.6. WBSCR22 complements the growth and ribosome  
biogenesis defect of budding yeast ΔBud23 mutant strain 
The budding yeast ∆Bud23 strain is characterized by a slow grow growth 
phenotype, which is caused by defects in ribosome biogenesis and pre-rRNA 
processing (White et al., 2008). The human WBSCR22 protein is also involved 
in the formation of 18S rRNA and the ribosome small subunit, and the decreased 
expression of WBSCR22 protein also affects the rate of cell growth (Paper I, 
Fig. 1 and 2). In order to investigate whether the functions of these two proteins 
are conserved, a complementation experiment was performed in the ∆Bud23 
yeast strain. As demonstrated in Paper I, Fig. 4A, the expression of the budding 
yeast protein Bud23 is able to restore a normal growth phenotype and defects in 
ribosome biogenesis. The expression of WBSCR22 protein in this yeast strain 
partially complements both defects, which indicates that the function of human 
WBSCR22 and budding yeast Bud23 are conserved, at least in part. In 
comparison, others have shown that the expression of wild-type RID2 protein of 
Arabidopsis thaliana does not rescue the slow growth phenotype of ∆Bud23 
(Ohbayashi et al., 2011). Compared to the negative control, the expression of 
WBSCR22 mutants D117A and KT/AA also enhanced the slow growth of 
∆Bud23, although to a much lesser extent than the expression of wild-type 
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WBSCR22 (Paper II, Fig. 5A). Further, the expression of WBSCR22 mutants 
with reduced TRMT112 binding is not able to restore the ribosome biogenesis 
defects of ∆Bud23 (Paper II, Fig. 5B). These mutants may have lost the ability 
to bind yeast Trm112, which can reduce their stability in yeast cells in a similar 
manner to what was observed in human cells. 
 
 
5.3. Ribosomal proteins and tRNA synthetases  
are incorporated into MLV Gag induced  
extracellular vesicles (Paper III) 
Recombinant virus-like particles (VLPs) can be used to transfer biological 
information between cells and tissues. In the second part of this dissertation, the 
protein content of retrovirus Gag protein induced VLPs was analysed. This 
information is important to avoid unwanted side-effects, when using these VLPs 
in biological systems. This work is part of a larger project that aimed to produce 
VLPs that express melanoma antigens with the purpose of using them for 
immunotherapy of melanoma patients.  
In mammalian cells, the expression of retroviral Gag protein causes the 
spontaneous formation and release of virus-like particles to the tissue culture 
media (Larson et al., 2005). In the current work, the budding properties of Gag 
protein of murine leukemia virus (MLV) were used to produce a family of 
chimeric VLPs that each carry one of the following cancer/testis antigens: 
MART1, TRP1, MAGEA4, MAGEA10, or MCAM. The results of dynamic 
light scattering and transmission electron microscopy experiments indicate that 
the average size of MLV Gag VLPs is ~140 nm and the size of VLPs that carry 
melanoma antigens are very similar to each other. The assembled particles have 
a spherical structure and regular shape.  
In order to characterize the protein content of Gag VLPs and VLPs carrying 
melanoma antigens, LC-MS/MS-based label-free quantitative proteomics analysis 
was performed. The results of these proteomics tests are presented in Supple-
mentary Dataset 1 and in Fig. 5 within Paper III. The results indicate that all six 
types of VLPs contained the MLV Gag protei, and in addition, the melanoma 
antigens were incorporated into their respective VLPs. An immunoblot analysis 
of the MLV Gag protein further confirms that this protein is included in all 
particles (Paper III, Fig. 5E). However, in addition to exogenously expressed 
proteins, the mass-spectrometry analysis enabled to detect that VLPs contained 
more than 500 proteins acquired from the host cells. Probably, most of these 
cellular proteins are encapsulated into VLPs. Nonetheless, some of the cellular 
proteins might bind to the surface of VLPs after the assembly of VLPs.  
In order to better understand which proteins form the components of these 
VLPs, the identified cellular proteins were divided into several classes based on 
their function. Among the proteins identified by LC-MS/MS analysis were 
Tsg101, Alix, and Nedd4, which are all proteins that directly interact with MLV 
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Gag protein and are involved in the budding of VLPs (Segura-Morales et al., 
2005). Tsg101 and Alix are components of extracellular vesicles and are 
considered as markers of exosomes (Colombo et al., 2014). In addition, all VLPs 
contained the clathrin adaptor complex subunit AP-1, which is involved in 
retroviral release (Camus et al., 2007).  
In addition to proteins that facilitate the budding of particles, these VLPs 
contained cellular proteins from various groups, including cell adhesion, 
membrane and cytoskeleton proteins, ribosomal proteins, translation factors, 
tRNA synthetases, metabolic enzymes, RNA binding proteins, and RNA heli-
cases. The results of immunoblot analyses (Paper III, Fig. 5E) support these 
LC-MS/MS findings and demonstrate that cytoskeleton protein α-tubulin and 
ribosomal protein Rps6 are components of the MLV Gag based VLPs. Others 
have also reported that ribosomal proteins and rRNA can be incorporated into 
MLV VLPs (Muriaux et al., 2002); however, the significance of incorporating 
components of translational machinery (e.g., ribosomal proteins, tRNA synthe-
tases, and translation factors) into VLPs remains unknown. Mutations in the 
MLV Gag protein cause the assembly of immature particles, where the viral 
genomic RNA is replaced with ribosomal RNA (Muriaux et al., 2002). These 
authors suggest that intact ribosomes or ribosomal subunits are packaged into 
the VLPs (Muriaux et al., 2002). Similarly, other proteomic characterizations of 
endogenous extracellular vesicles demonstrate that both microvesicles and 
exosomes contain ribosomal proteins and other proteins involved in translation 
(Kowal et al., 2016; Willms et al., 2016). The majority of proteins found in the 
exosomes of neuroblastoma cells are either cytoplasmic (~40%) or membrane 
proteins (~16%) (Marimpietri et al., 2013). It is possible that ribosomal proteins 
that naturally locate within the cytoplasm are passively incorporated into VLPs 
and other types of EVs. To support this, a comparison of the proteome of host 
cell membrane and HIV Gag induced particles found that the protein 
composition of VLPs and the plasma membrane is similar and the bulk of the 
host proteins in the plasma membrane are passively incorporated into the VLPs 
(Hammarstedt and Garoff, 2004).  
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6. CONCLUSIONS 
Based on the results of Paper I and Paper II presented in the first part of this 
dissertation, the following conclusions can be made: 
• The expression level of WBSCR22 protein is decreased in cell lines derived 
from Williams-Beuren syndrome patients. This result is in agreement with a 
reduced level of WBSCR22 mRNA in these cells.  
• WBSCR22 is a nuclear protein that exhibits a diffuse signal throughout the 
nucleoplasm in human cells. When overexpressed, some of the WBSCR22 
protein accumulates within the nucleoli, which reveals that WBSCR22 might 
have an affinity to bind with pre-ribosomes.  
• WBSCR22 is important for cell growth, ribosome small subunit biogenesis, 
and pre-rRNA processing. Depletion of WBSCR22 causes the nuclear 
accumulation of the last precursor of 18S rRNA, the 18S-E pre-rRNA, 
thereby leading to reduced production of mature 18S rRNA and ribosomal 
40S subunits.  
• WBSCR22 interacts with TRMT112 protein in human cells and this 
interaction is important for the stability of WBSCR22 protein. 
• The subcellular localization of WBSCR22-TRMT112 complexes are 
determined by WBSCR22.  
• The expression level of WBSCR22 protein is tightly controlled. Under 
normal conditions, WBSCR22 protein is either bound to TRMT112 in the 
nucleoplasm or localizes to nucleolus where it may be associated with 
nucleolar proteins or rRNA. Under these conditions, when the amount of 
TRMT112 is limited, e.g., WBSCR22 is overexpressed or the expression 
level of TRMT112 is decreased, unbound WBSCR22 is tagged with ubi-
quitin and degraded by the 26S ubiquitin-proteasome pathway. 
 
The results of the second part of this dissertation enabled to conclude that virus-
like particles, induced by the exogenous expression of murine leukemia virus 
Gag protein, contain several groups of cellular proteins, including ribosomal 
proteins, tRNA synthetases, and translation initiation factors. It is currently 
unknown whether the incorporation of ribosomal proteins into VLPs are 
functionally relevant or are present by chance. 
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SUMMARY IN ESTONIAN 
Williams-Beureni sündroomi kromosoomiregiooni valk WBSCR22  
kui ribosoomi biogeneesifaktor 
Ribosoomide biogenees on kompleksne protsess, milles osaleb ligi 300 valku 
ning neist valkudest umbes kolmandik on seotud genoomsete haiguste ja kasva-
jate tekkega. Williams-Beureni sündroom (WBS) on multisüsteemne arengu-
häire, mida põhjustab on umbes 30 geeni puudumine seitsmenda kromosoomi 
pikast õlast, lookusest 7q11.23. WBS patsientidel esineb rida erinevaid prob-
leeme, millest kõige sagedasemateks on kaasasündinud südame-veresoonkonna 
haigused, aga ka sidekoe arenguhäired, neuroloogilised probleemid, spetsiifiline 
kognitiivne profiil, kasvuprobleemid ja iseloomulikud näojooned. Genoomsed 
ümberkorraldused nagu deletsioonid, duplikatsioonid ja inversioonid WBS 
kromosoomiregioonis tekivad selle genoomipiirkonna kompleksuse tõttu. 
Nimelt ümbritsevad 7q11.23 piirkonna geenidega ala madalakoopiaarvulised 
kordusjärjestused, mis oma kõrge sarnasuse tõttu põhjustavad valepaardumisest 
tingitud ümberkorraldusi. Ehkki mehhanismid, mis viivad 7q11.23 piirkonna 
genoomsete häirete tekkimiseni, on suhteliselt hästi iseloomustatud, on vähem 
teada, kuidas üksikute geenide koopiaarvu muutus ja sellest tulenev avaldumis-
taseme erinevus põhjustab haigustunnuseid. Hetkel arvatakse, et paljud geenid 
on olulised WBS-i ning sama piirkonna duplikatsioonisündroomi kujunemisel, 
mistõttu on vajalik nendelt geenidelt ekspresseerivate valkude funktsioonide 
uurimine. Üheks WBS lookusest ekspresseeritavaks valguks, mille funktsioon 
enne antud doktoritöö tegemist oli teadmata, on WBSCR22. Nimetatud valgu 
iseloomustamine on oluline ka seetõttu, et on näidatud tema kõrget avaldumis-
taset mitmete kasvajate korral ning on teada, et WBSCR22 on oluline kasvaja-
rakkude elulemuse ja metastaatilise potentsiaali reguleermisel.  
Oma struktuurilt on WBSCR22 valk metüültransferaas ning bioinformaati-
liste meetoditega on talle ennustatud DNA metüleerimise aktiivsust. Uuritud on 
ka WBSCR22 valgu rolli histoonide metüleerijana, kuid alles hiljuti avastati, et 
tegelikult on WBSCR22 ensüüm, mis katalüüsib 18S ribosomaalse RNA (18S 
rRNA) metüleerimist. Antud doktoritöö esimese ning peamise osa eesmärgiks 
oli WBSCR22 funktsiooni uurimine imetaja rakkudes.  
Antud töö raames leiti, et WBSCR22 valk asub hajusalt rakutuumas, kuid 
tema kõrgema avaldumistaseme juures on näha valgu kogunemist tuumakesse. 
Selles tuumasiseses struktuuris toimub rRNA süntees ja algab ribosoomide 
biogenees. WBSCR22 valgu paiknemine tuumakeses viitab, et ta võib seonduda 
varajaste pre-ribosoomidega. Eukarüootide ribosoomide biogenees hõlmab pre-
rRNA ja ribosoomivalkude sünteesimist, pre-rRNA protsessimist, rRNA-de 
modifitseerimist, ribosoomi subühikute kokkupanemist, nende eksoprti tuumast 
tsütoplasmasse ning sünteesitavate ribosoomide kvaliteedi kontrollimist. Antud 
doktoritöös leiti, et WBSCR22 on oluline rakkude jagunemiseks, ribosoomi 
väikese subühiku biogeneesil ja pre-rRNA protsessingul. Täpsemalt, WBSCR22 
ekspressiooni mahasurumine põhjustab 18S-E pre-rRNA kuhjumist raku tuumas. 
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18S-E pre-rRNA on viimane 18S rRNA eellane, mida leidub nii raku tuumas kui 
tsütoplasmas. Pärast 18S-E pre-rRNA eksporti toimub tema viimane endoribo-
nuklelüütiline lõikamine, mille tulemusel moodustub küps 18S rRNA. 
WBSCR22 valgu avaldumistaseme vähenemine toob kaasa 18S rRNA hulga 
languse tsütoplasmas, mistõttu pärsitakse ribosoomi 40S subühikute teke ning 
see omakorda võib põhjustada rakkude aeglasemat jagunemist. 
Selleks et uurida, millised on WBSCR22 valgu interaktsioonipartnerid, 
konstrueeriti inimese rakuliin, mis püsivalt tootis epitoopmärgisega WBSCR22 
valku ning leiti, et üheks WBSCR22-ga seonduvaks valguks on TRMT112. 
Lisaks näidati, et TRMT112 paiknemine rakus on määratud WBSCR22 poolt, 
WBSCR22-TRMT112 kompleks paikneb raku tuumas ning WBSCR22-
TRMT112 kompleksi teke on vajalik WBSCR22 stabiilsuse tagamiseks. 
WBSCR22 valgu hulk rakus on kontrollitud – tuumaplasmas on WBSCR22 
seotud TRMT112-ga ning tuumakese piirkonnas ilmselt tuumakese valkude või 
rRNA-ga. Juhul kui rakkudes ei ole piisavalt TRMT112, näiteks WBSCR22 
üleekspressiooni või TRMT112 vaigistamise korral, siis WBSCR22 valk 
märgistatakse ubikvitiini molekulidega ja lagundatakse 26S proteasoomi rajas.  
Selle doktoritöö teises osas analüüsiti retroviiruste Gag valgu poolt 
indutseeritud viiruslaadsete partiklite (VLP-de) valgulist koostist ning avastati, 
et nendes VLP-des esineb suur hulk rakulisi valke, nende seas ka suur hulk 
ribosoomivalke. Paljude rakuliste valkude, sealhulgas ribosoomivalkude roll, 
viiruslaadsetes partiklites ei ole teada. 
  
53 
REFERENCES 
Abbas, E., Cox, D.M., Smith, T., and Butler, M.G. (2016). The 7q11.23 Microduplication 
Syndrome: A Clinical Report with Review of Literature. J. Pediatr. Genet. 5, 129–
140. 
Abels, E.R., and Breakefield, X.O. (2016). Introduction to Extracellular Vesicles: Bio-
genesis, RNA Cargo Selection, Content, Release, and Uptake. Cell. Mol. Neurobiol. 
36, 301–312. 
Anger, A.M., Armache, J.-P., Berninghausen, O., Habeck, M., Subklewe, M., Wilson, 
D.N., and Beckmann, R. (2013). Structures of the human and Drosophila 80S ribo-
some. Nature 497, 80–85. 
Ansel, K.M., Pastor, W.A., Rath, N., Lapan, A.D., Glasmacher, E., Wolf, C., Smith, L.C., 
Papadopoulou, N., Lamperti, E.D., Tahiliani, M., et al. (2008). Mouse Eri1 interacts 
with the ribosome and catalyzes 5.8S rRNA processing. Nat. Struct. Mol. Biol. 15, 
523–530. 
Armistead, J., Khatkar, S., Meyer, B., Mark, B.L., Patel, N., Coghlan, G., Lamont, R.E., 
Liu, S., Wiechert, J., Cattini, P.A., et al. (2009). Mutation of a gene essential for 
ribosome biogenesis, EMG1, causes Bowen-Conradi syndrome. Am. J. Hum. Genet. 
84, 728–739. 
Balakin, A.G., Smith, L., and Fournier, M.J. (1996). The RNA world of the nucleolus: 
two major families of small RNAs defined by different box elements with related 
functions. Cell 86, 823–834. 
Baumer, A., Dutly, F., Balmer, D., Riegel, M., Tükel, T., Krajewska-Walasek, M., and 
Schinzel, A.A. (1998). High level of unequal meiotic crossovers at the origin of the 
22q11. 2 and 7q11.23 deletions. Hum. Mol. Genet. 7, 887–894. 
Bayés, M., Magano, L.F., Rivera, N., Flores, R., and Pérez Jurado, L.A. (2003). Muta-
tional mechanisms of Williams-Beuren syndrome deletions. Am. J. Hum. Genet. 73, 
131–151. 
Belin, S., Beghin, A., Solano-Gonzàlez, E., Bezin, L., Brunet-Manquat, S., Textoris, J., 
Prats, A.-C., Mertani, H.C., Dumontet, C., and Diaz, J.-J. (2009). Dysregulation of 
ribosome biogenesis and translational capacity is associated with tumor progression 
of human breast cancer cells. PloS One 4, e7147. 
Beuren, A.J., Apitz, J., and Harmjanz, D. (1962). Supravalvular aortic stenosis in asso-
ciation with mental retardation and a certain facial appearance. Circulation 26, 1235–
1240. 
de Beus, E., Brockenbrough, J.S., Hong, B., and Aris, J.P. (1994). Yeast NOP2 encodes 
an essential nucleolar protein with homology to a human proliferation marker. J. Cell 
Biol. 127, 1799–1813. 
Blomen, V.A., Májek, P., Jae, L.T., Bigenzahn, J.W., Nieuwenhuis, J., Staring, J., Sacco, R., 
van Diemen, F.R., Olk, N., Stukalov, A., et al. (2015). Gene essentiality and syn-
thetic lethality in haploid human cells. Science 350, 1092–1096. 
Boisvert, F.-M., van Koningsbruggen, S., Navascués, J., and Lamond, A.I. (2007). The 
multifunctional nucleolus. Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 8, 574–585. 
Bourgeois, G., Ney, M., Gaspar, I., Aigueperse, C., Schaefer, M., Kellner, S., Helm, M., 
and Motorin, Y. (2015). Eukaryotic rRNA Modification by Yeast 5-Methylcytosine-
Methyltransferases and Human Proliferation-Associated Antigen p120. PloS One 10, 
e0133321. 
54 
Bourgeois, G., Létoquart, J., van Tran, N., and Graille, M. (2017a). Trm112, a Protein 
Activator of Methyltransferases Modifying Actors of the Eukaryotic Translational 
Apparatus. Biomolecules 7. 
Bourgeois, G., Marcoux, J., Saliou, J.-M., Cianférani, S., and Graille, M. (2017b). Acti-
vation mode of the eukaryotic m2G10 tRNA methyltransferase Trm11 by its partner 
protein Trm112. Nucleic Acids Res. 45, 1971–1982. 
Bousquet-Antonelli, C., Vanrobays, E., Gélugne, J.P., Caizergues-Ferrer, M., and Henry, Y. 
(2000). Rrp8p is a yeast nucleolar protein functionally linked to Gar1p and involved 
in pre-rRNA cleavage at site A2. RNA N. Y. N 6, 826–843. 
Buchhaupt, M., Sharma, S., Kellner, S., Oswald, S., Paetzold, M., Peifer, C., Watzinger, P., 
Schrader, J., Helm, M., and Entian, K.-D. (2014). Partial methylation at Am100 in 
18S rRNA of baker’s yeast reveals ribosome heterogeneity on the level of eukaryotic 
rRNA modification. PloS One 9, e89640. 
Camus, G., Segura-Morales, C., Molle, D., Lopez-Vergès, S., Begon-Pescia, C., Caze-
vieille, C., Schu, P., Bertrand, E., Berlioz-Torrent, C., and Basyuk, E. (2007). The 
Clathrin Adaptor Complex AP-1 Binds HIV-1 and MLV Gag and Facilitates Their 
Budding. Mol. Biol. Cell 18, 3193–3203. 
Carron, C., O’Donohue, M.-F., Choesmel, V., Faubladier, M., and Gleizes, P.-E. (2011). 
Analysis of two human pre-ribosomal factors, bystin and hTsr1, highlights dif-
ferences in evolution of ribosome biogenesis between yeast and mammals. Nucleic 
Acids Res. 39, 280–291. 
Chattopadhyay, C., Hawke, D., Kobayashi, R., and Maity, S.N. (2004). Human p32, 
interacts with B subunit of the CCAAT-binding factor, CBF/NF-Y, and inhibits 
CBF-mediated transcription activation in vitro. Nucleic Acids Res. 32, 3632–3641. 
Cherniske, E.M., Carpenter, T.O., Klaiman, C., Young, E., Bregman, J., Insogna, K., 
Schultz, R.T., and Pober, B.R. (2004). Multisystem study of 20 older adults with 
Williams syndrome. Am. J. Med. Genet. A. 131, 255–264. 
Chu, S., Archer, R.H., Zengel, J.M., and Lindahl, L. (1994). The RNA of RNase MRP is 
required for normal processing of ribosomal RNA. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 
91, 659–663. 
Ciganda, M., and Williams, N. (2011). Eukaryotic 5S rRNA biogenesis. Wiley Inter-
discip. Rev. RNA 2, 523–533. 
Colombo, M., Raposo, G., and Théry, C. (2014). Biogenesis, secretion, and intercellular 
interactions of exosomes and other extracellular vesicles. Annu. Rev. Cell Dev. Biol. 
30, 255–289. 
Cuscó, I., Corominas, R., Bayés, M., Flores, R., Rivera-Brugués, N., Campuzano, V., and 
Pérez-Jurado, L.A. (2008). Copy number variation at the 7q11.23 segmental dupli-
cations is a susceptibility factor for the Williams-Beuren syndrome deletion. Genome 
Res. 18, 683–694. 
Decatur, W.A., and Fournier, M.J. (2002). rRNA modifications and ribosome function. 
Trends Biochem. Sci. 27, 344–351. 
Denissov, S., Lessard, F., Mayer, C., Stefanovsky, V., van Driel, M., Grummt, I., Moss, T., 
and Stunnenberg, H.G. (2011). A model for the topology of active ribosomal RNA 
genes. EMBO Rep. 12, 231–237. 
Derenzini, M., Pasquinelli, G., O’Donohue, M.-F., Ploton, D., and Thiry, M. (2006). 
Structural and functional organization of ribosomal genes within the mammalian cell 
nucleolus. J. Histochem. Cytochem. Off. J. Histochem. Soc. 54, 131–145. 
55 
Doll, A., and Grzeschik, K.H. (2001). Characterization of two novel genes, WBSCR20 
and WBSCR22, deleted in Williams-Beuren syndrome. Cytogenet. Cell Genet. 95, 
20–27. 
van Dommelen, S.M., Vader, P., Lakhal, S., Kooijmans, S. a. A., van Solinge, W.W., 
Wood, M.J.A., and Schiffelers, R.M. (2012). Microvesicles and exosomes: oppor-
tunities for cell-derived membrane vesicles in drug delivery. J. Control. Release Off. 
J. Control. Release Soc. 161, 635–644. 
Dragon, F., Gallagher, J.E.G., Compagnone-Post, P.A., Mitchell, B.M., Porwancher, 
K.A., Wehner, K.A., Wormsley, S., Settlage, R.E., Shabanowitz, J., Osheim, Y., et 
al. (2002). A large nucleolar U3 ribonucleoprotein required for 18S ribosomal RNA 
biogenesis. Nature 417, 967–970. 
Ebersberger, I., Simm, S., Leisegang, M.S., Schmitzberger, P., Mirus, O., von Haeseler, A., 
Bohnsack, M.T., and Schleiff, E. (2014). The evolution of the ribosome biogenesis 
pathway from a yeast perspective. Nucleic Acids Res. 42, 1509–1523. 
Eichler, D.C., and Craig, N. (1994). Processing of eukaryotic ribosomal RNA. Prog. 
Nucleic Acid Res. Mol. Biol. 49, 197–239. 
El Hage, A., Koper, M., Kufel, J., and Tollervey, D. (2008). Efficient termination of 
transcription by RNA polymerase I requires the 5’ exonuclease Rat1 in yeast. Genes 
Dev. 22, 1069–1081. 
Eronen, M., Peippo, M., Hiippala, A., Raatikka, M., Arvio, M., Johansson, R., and Käh-
könen, M. (2002). Cardiovascular manifestations in 75 patients with Williams 
syndrome. J. Med. Genet. 39, 554–558. 
Eschrich, D., Buchhaupt, M., Kötter, P., and Entian, K.-D. (2002). Nep1p (Emg1p), a 
novel protein conserved in eukaryotes and archaea, is involved in ribosome 
biogenesis. Curr. Genet. 40, 326–338. 
Ewart, A.K., Morris, C.A., Atkinson, D., Jin, W., Sternes, K., Spallone, P., Stock, A.D., 
Leppert, M., and Keating, M.T. (1993). Hemizygosity at the elastin locus in a 
developmental disorder, Williams syndrome. Nat. Genet. 5, 11–16. 
Faber, A.W., Vos, H.R., Vos, J.C., and Raué, H.A. (2006). 5’-end formation of yeast 
5.8SL rRNA is an endonucleolytic event. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 345, 
796–802. 
Falnes, P.Ø., Jakobsson, M.E., Davydova, E., Ho, A., and Małecki, J. (2016). Protein 
lysine methylation by seven-β-strand methyltransferases. Biochem. J. 473, 1995–
2009. 
Farrar, J.E., Nater, M., Caywood, E., McDevitt, M.A., Kowalski, J., Takemoto, C.M., 
Talbot, C.C., Meltzer, P., Esposito, D., Beggs, A.H., et al. (2008). Abnormalities of 
the large ribosomal subunit protein, Rpl35a, in Diamond-Blackfan anemia. Blood 
112, 1582–1592. 
Ferrero, G.B., Howald, C., Micale, L., Biamino, E., Augello, B., Fusco, C., Turturo, M.G., 
Forzano, S., Reymond, A., and Merla, G. (2010). An atypical 7q11.23 deletion in a 
normal IQ Williams-Beuren syndrome patient. Eur. J. Hum. Genet. EJHG 18, 33–
38. 
Figaro, S., Scrima, N., Buckingham, R.H., and Heurgué-Hamard, V. (2008). HemK2 
protein, encoded on human chromosome 21, methylates translation termination 
factor eRF1. FEBS Lett. 582, 2352–2356. 
Figaro, S., Wacheul, L., Schillewaert, S., Graille, M., Huvelle, E., Mongeard, R., 
Zorbas, C., Lafontaine, D.L.J., and Heurgué-Hamard, V. (2012). Trm112 is required 
for Bud23-mediated methylation of the 18S rRNA at position G1575. Mol. Cell. 
Biol. 32, 2254–2267. 
56 
Fu, D., Brophy, J.A.N., Chan, C.T.Y., Atmore, K.A., Begley, U., Paules, R.S., Dedon, 
P.C., Begley, T.J., and Samson, L.D. (2010). Human AlkB homolog ABH8 Is a 
tRNA methyltransferase required for wobble uridine modification and DNA damage 
survival. Mol. Cell. Biol. 30, 2449–2459. 
Ganot, P., Bortolin, M.L., and Kiss, T. (1997). Site-specific pseudouridine formation in 
preribosomal RNA is guided by small nucleolar RNAs. Cell 89, 799–809. 
Geerlings, T.H., Vos, J.C., and Raué, H.A. (2000). The final step in the formation of 
25S rRNA in Saccharomyces cerevisiae is performed by 5’-->3’ exonucleases. RNA 
6, 1698–1703. 
Ghebrehiwet, B., Lim, B.L., Peerschke, E.I., Willis, A.C., and Reid, K.B. (1994). Iso-
lation, cDNA cloning, and overexpression of a 33-kD cell surface glycoprotein that 
binds to the globular “heads” of C1q. J. Exp. Med. 179, 1809–1821. 
Gigova, A., Duggimpudi, S., Pollex, T., Schaefer, M., and Koš, M. (2014). A cluster of 
methylations in the domain IV of 25S rRNA is required for ribosome stability. RNA 
N. Y. N 20, 1632–1644. 
Gothelf, D., Farber, N., Raveh, E., Apter, A., and Attias, J. (2006). Hyperacusis in 
Williams syndrome: characteristics and associated neuroaudiologic abnormalities. 
Neurology 66, 390–395. 
Grandi, P., Rybin, V., Bassler, J., Petfalski, E., Strauss, D., Marzioch, M., Schäfer, T., 
Kuster, B., Tschochner, H., Tollervey, D., et al. (2002). 90S pre-ribosomes include 
the 35S pre-rRNA, the U3 snoRNP, and 40S subunit processing factors but pre-
dominantly lack 60S synthesis factors. Mol. Cell 10, 105–115. 
Granneman, S., and Baserga, S.J. (2004). Ribosome biogenesis: of knobs and RNA pro-
cessing. Exp. Cell Res. 296, 43–50. 
Granneman, S., Petfalski, E., and Tollervey, D. (2011). A cluster of ribosome synthesis 
factors regulate pre‐rRNA folding and 5.8S rRNA maturation by the Rat1 exo-
nuclease. EMBO J. 30, 4006–4019. 
Haag, S., Kretschmer, J., and Bohnsack, M.T. (2015). WBSCR22/Merm1 is required for 
late nuclear pre-ribosomal RNA processing and mediates N7-methylation of G1639 
in human 18S rRNA. RNA N. Y. N 21, 180–187. 
Hadjiolova, K.V., Nicoloso, M., Mazan, S., Hadjiolov, A.A., and Bachellerie, J.P. (1993). 
Alternative pre-rRNA processing pathways in human cells and their alteration by 
cycloheximide inhibition of protein synthesis. Eur. J. Biochem. FEBS 212, 211–215. 
Hammarstedt, M., and Garoff, H. (2004). Passive and active inclusion of host proteins 
in human immunodeficiency virus type 1 gag particles during budding at the plasma 
membrane. J. Virol. 78, 5686–5697. 
Heindl, K., and Martinez, J. (2010). Nol9 is a novel polynucleotide 5’-kinase involved in 
ribosomal RNA processing. EMBO J. 29, 4161–4171. 
Heiss, N.S., Knight, S.W., Vulliamy, T.J., Klauck, S.M., Wiemann, S., Mason, P.J., 
Poustka, A., and Dokal, I. (1998). X-linked dyskeratosis congenita is caused by muta-
tions in a highly conserved gene with putative nucleolar functions. Nat. Genet. 19, 
32–38. 
Henderson, A.S., Warburton, D., and Atwood, K.C. (1973). Letter: Ribosomal DNA 
connectives between human acrocentric chromosomes. Nature 245, 95–97. 
Henras, A.K., Plisson-Chastang, C., O’Donohue, M.-F., Chakraborty, A., and Gleizes, P.-E. 
(2015). An overview of pre-ribosomal RNA processing in eukaryotes. Wiley Inter-
discip. Rev. RNA 6, 225–242. 
57 
Henry, Y., Wood, H., Morrissey, J.P., Petfalski, E., Kearsey, S., and Tollervey, D. (1994). 
The 5’ end of yeast 5.8S rRNA is generated by exonucleases from an upstream 
cleavage site. EMBO J. 13, 2452–2463. 
Heurgué-Hamard, V., Graille, M., Scrima, N., Ulryck, N., Champ, S., van Tilbeurgh, H., 
and Buckingham, R.H. (2006). The zinc finger protein Ynr046w is plurifunctional 
and a component of the eRF1 methyltransferase in yeast. J. Biol. Chem. 281, 36140–
36148. 
Hong, B., Brockenbrough, J.S., Wu, P., and Aris, J.P. (1997). Nop2p is required for pre-
rRNA processing and 60S ribosome subunit synthesis in yeast. Mol. Cell. Biol. 17, 
378–388. 
van Hoof, A., Lennertz, P., and Parker, R. (2000). Three conserved members of the 
RNase D family have unique and overlapping functions in the processing of 5S, 
5.8S, U4, U5, RNase MRP and RNase P RNAs in yeast. EMBO J. 19, 1357–1365. 
Hughes, J.M., and Ares, M. (1991). Depletion of U3 small nucleolar RNA inhibits 
cleavage in the 5’ external transcribed spacer of yeast pre-ribosomal RNA and 
impairs formation of 18S ribosomal RNA. EMBO J. 10, 4231–4239. 
Idol, R.A., Robledo, S., Du, H.-Y., Crimmins, D.L., Wilson, D.B., Ladenson, J.H., 
Bessler, M., and Mason, P.J. (2007). Cells depleted for RPS19, a protein associated 
with Diamond Blackfan Anemia, show defects in 18S ribosomal RNA synthesis and 
small ribosomal subunit production. Blood Cells. Mol. Dis. 39, 35–43. 
Itahana, K., and Zhang, Y. (2008). Mitochondrial p32 is a critical mediator of ARF-
induced apoptosis. Cancer Cell 13, 542–553. 
Ito, S., Akamatsu, Y., Noma, A., Kimura, S., Miyauchi, K., Ikeuchi, Y., Suzuki, T., and 
Suzuki, T. (2014a). A single acetylation of 18 S rRNA is essential for biogenesis of 
the small ribosomal subunit in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. J. Biol. Chem. 289, 
26201–26212. 
Ito, S., Horikawa, S., Suzuki, T., Kawauchi, H., Tanaka, Y., Suzuki, T., and Suzuki, T. 
(2014b). Human NAT10 Is an ATP-dependent RNA Acetyltransferase Responsible 
for N4-Acetylcytidine Formation in 18 S Ribosomal RNA (rRNA). J. Biol. Chem. 
289, 35724–35730. 
Jangani, M., Poolman, T.M., Matthews, L., Yang, N., Farrow, S.N., Berry, A., Hanley, N., 
Williamson, A.J.K., Whetton, A.D., Donn, R., et al. (2014). The methyltransferase 
WBSCR22/Merm1 enhances glucocorticoid receptor function and is regulated in 
lung inflammation and cancer. J. Biol. Chem. 289, 8931–8946. 
Kalra, H., Simpson, R.J., Ji, H., Aikawa, E., Altevogt, P., Askenase, P., Bond, V.C., 
Borràs, F.E., Breakefield, X., Budnik, V., et al. (2012). Vesiclepedia: a compendium 
for extracellular vesicles with continuous community annotation. PLoS Biol. 10, 
e1001450. 
Kass, S., Craig, N., and Sollner-Webb, B. (1987). Primary processing of mammalian 
rRNA involves two adjacent cleavages and is not species specific. Mol. Cell. Biol. 7, 
2891–2898. 
Kass, S., Tyc, K., Steitz, J.A., and Sollner-Webb, B. (1990). The U3 small nucleolar ribo-
nucleoprotein functions in the first step of preribosomal RNA processing. Cell 60, 
897–908. 
Kiss, A.M., Jády, B.E., Bertrand, E., and Kiss, T. (2004). Human box H/ACA pseu-
douridylation guide RNA machinery. Mol. Cell. Biol. 24, 5797–5807. 
Kiss-László, Z., Henry, Y., Bachellerie, J.P., Caizergues-Ferrer, M., and Kiss, T. (1996). 
Site-specific ribose methylation of preribosomal RNA: a novel function for small 
nucleolar RNAs. Cell 85, 1077–1088. 
58 
Konishi, M., and Sugiyama, M. (2003). Genetic analysis of adventitious root formation 
with a novel series of temperature-sensitive mutants of Arabidopsis thaliana. Dev. 
Camb. Engl. 130, 5637–5647. 
Kos, M., and Tollervey, D. (2010). Yeast pre-rRNA processing and modification occur 
cotranscriptionally. Mol. Cell 37, 809–820. 
Kowal, J., Arras, G., Colombo, M., Jouve, M., Morath, J.P., Primdal-Bengtson, B., 
Dingli, F., Loew, D., Tkach, M., and Théry, C. (2016). Proteomic comparison defines 
novel markers to characterize heterogeneous populations of extracellular vesicle 
subtypes. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 113, E968–977. 
Krogh, N., Jansson, M.D., Häfner, S.J., Tehler, D., Birkedal, U., Christensen-Dalsgaard, M., 
Lund, A.H., and Nielsen, H. (2016). Profiling of 2′-O-Me in human rRNA reveals a 
subset of fractionally modified positions and provides evidence for ribosome 
heterogeneity. Nucleic Acids Res. 44, 7884–7895. 
Kufel, J., Dichtl, B., and Tollervey, D. (1999). Yeast Rnt1p is required for cleavage of 
the pre-ribosomal RNA in the 3’ ETS but not the 5’ ETS. RNA N. Y. N 5, 909–917. 
Lafontaine, D., Delcour, J., Glasser, A.L., Desgrès, J., and Vandenhaute, J. (1994). The 
DIM1 gene responsible for the conserved m6(2)Am6(2)A dimethylation in the 3’-
terminal loop of 18 S rRNA is essential in yeast. J. Mol. Biol. 241, 492–497. 
Lafontaine, D., Vandenhaute, J., and Tollervey, D. (1995). The 18S rRNA dimethylase 
Dim1p is required for pre-ribosomal RNA processing in yeast. Genes Dev. 9, 2470–
2481. 
Lafontaine, D.L., Bousquet-Antonelli, C., Henry, Y., Caizergues-Ferrer, M., and Tol-
lervey, D. (1998a). The box H + ACA snoRNAs carry Cbf5p, the putative rRNA 
pseudouridine synthase. Genes Dev. 12, 527–537. 
Lafontaine, D.L., Preiss, T., and Tollervey, D. (1998b). Yeast 18S rRNA dimethylase 
Dim1p: a quality control mechanism in ribosome synthesis? Mol. Cell. Biol. 18, 
2360–2370. 
Langhendries, J.-L., Nicolas, E., Doumont, G., Goldman, S., and Lafontaine, D.L.J. (2016). 
The human box C/D snoRNAs U3 and U8 are required for pre-rRNA processing and 
tumorigenesis. Oncotarget. 
Larburu, N., Montellese, C., O’Donohue, M.-F., Kutay, U., Gleizes, P.-E., and Plisson-
Chastang, C. (2016). Structure of a human pre-40S particle points to a role for RACK1 
in the final steps of 18S rRNA processing. Nucleic Acids Res. 44, 8465–8478. 
Lebaron, S., Schneider, C., van Nues, R.W., Swiatkowska, A., Walsh, D., Böttcher, B., 
Granneman, S., Watkins, N.J., and Tollervey, D. (2012). Proofreading of pre-40S 
ribosome maturation by a translation initiation factor and 60S subunits. Nat. Struct. 
Mol. Biol. 19, 744–753. 
Lestrade, L., and Weber, M.J. (2006). snoRNA-LBME-db, a comprehensive database of 
human H/ACA and C/D box snoRNAs. Nucleic Acids Res. 34, D158–D162. 
Létoquart, J., Huvelle, E., Wacheul, L., Bourgeois, G., Zorbas, C., Graille, M., Heurgué-
Hamard, V., and Lafontaine, D.L.J. (2014). Structural and functional studies of 
Bud23-Trm112 reveal 18S rRNA N7-G1575 methylation occurs on late 40S 
precursor ribosomes. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 111, E5518–5526. 
Létoquart, J., van Tran, N., Caroline, V., Aleksandrov, A., Lazar, N., van Tilbeurgh, H., 
Liger, D., and Graille, M. (2015). Insights into molecular plasticity in protein 
complexes from Trm9-Trm112 tRNA modifying enzyme crystal structure. Nucleic 
Acids Res. 43, 10989–11002. 
59 
Leulliot, N., Bohnsack, M.T., Graille, M., Tollervey, D., and Van Tilbeurgh, H. (2008). 
The yeast ribosome synthesis factor Emg1 is a novel member of the superfamily of 
alpha/beta knot fold methyltransferases. Nucleic Acids Res. 36, 629–639. 
Liger, D., Mora, L., Lazar, N., Figaro, S., Henri, J., Scrima, N., Buckingham, R.H., van 
Tilbeurgh, H., Heurgué-Hamard, V., and Graille, M. (2011). Mechanism of acti-
vation of methyltransferases involved in translation by the Trm112 “hub” protein. 
Nucleic Acids Res. 39, 6249–6259. 
Lin, A.E., Basson, C.T., Goldmuntz, E., Magoulas, P.L., McDermott, D.A., McDonald-
McGinn, D.M., McPherson, E., Morris, C.A., Noonan, J., Nowak, C., et al. (2008). 
Adults with genetic syndromes and cardiovascular abnormalities: Clinical history 
and management. Genet. Med. Off. J. Am. Coll. Med. Genet. 10, 469–494. 
Lygerou, Z., Allmang, C., Tollervey, D., and Séraphin, B. (1996). Accurate processing 
of a eukaryotic precursor ribosomal RNA by ribonuclease MRP in vitro. Science 
272, 268–270. 
Machnicka, M.A., Milanowska, K., Osman Oglou, O., Purta, E., Kurkowska, M., 
Olchowik, A., Januszewski, W., Kalinowski, S., Dunin-Horkawicz, S., Rother, K.M., 
et al. (2013). MODOMICS: a database of RNA modification pathways – 2013 update. 
Nucleic Acids Res. 41, D262–267. 
Maden, B.E., and Hughes, J.M. (1997). Eukaryotic ribosomal RNA: the recent exci-
tement in the nucleotide modification problem. Chromosoma 105, 391–400. 
Marcel, V., Ghayad, S.E., Belin, S., Therizols, G., Morel, A.-P., Solano-Gonzàlez, E., 
Vendrell, J.A., Hacot, S., Mertani, H.C., Albaret, M.A., et al. (2013). p53 acts as a 
safeguard of translational control by regulating fibrillarin and rRNA methylation in 
cancer. Cancer Cell 24, 318–330. 
Marfori, M., Mynott, A., Ellis, J.J., Mehdi, A.M., Saunders, N.F.W., Curmi, P.M., For-
wood, J.K., Bodén, M., and Kobe, B. (2011). Molecular basis for specificity of 
nuclear import and prediction of nuclear localization. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1813, 
1562–1577. 
Marimpietri, D., Petretto, A., Raffaghello, L., Pezzolo, A., Gagliani, C., Tacchetti, C., 
Mauri, P., Melioli, G., and Pistoia, V. (2013). Proteome profiling of neuroblastoma-
derived exosomes reveal the expression of proteins potentially involved in tumor 
progression. PloS One 8, e75054. 
Martens-Uzunova, E.S., Jalava, S.E., Dits, N.F., van Leenders, G.J.L.H., Møller, S., 
Trapman, J., Bangma, C.H., Litman, T., Visakorpi, T., and Jenster, G. (2012). Diag-
nostic and prognostic signatures from the small non-coding RNA transcriptome in 
prostate cancer. Oncogene 31, 978–991. 
Martin, J.L., and McMillan, F.M. (2002). SAM (dependent) I AM: the S-adeno-
sylmethionine-dependent methyltransferase fold. Curr. Opin. Struct. Biol. 12, 783–
793. 
Mazauric, M.-H., Dirick, L., Purushothaman, S.K., Björk, G.R., and Lapeyre, B. (2010). 
Trm112p is a 15-kDa zinc finger protein essential for the activity of two tRNA and 
one protein methyltransferases in yeast. J. Biol. Chem. 285, 18505–18515. 
Merla, G., Ucla, C., Guipponi, M., and Reymond, A. (2002). Identification of additional 
transcripts in the Williams-Beuren syndrome critical region. Hum. Genet. 110, 429–
438. 
Merla, G., Howald, C., Henrichsen, C.N., Lyle, R., Wyss, C., Zabot, M.-T., Anto-
narakis, S.E., and Reymond, A. (2006). Submicroscopic deletion in patients with 
Williams-Beuren syndrome influences expression levels of the nonhemizygous 
flanking genes. Am. J. Hum. Genet. 79, 332–341. 
60 
Merla, G., Brunetti-Pierri, N., Micale, L., and Fusco, C. (2010). Copy number variants 
at Williams-Beuren syndrome 7q11.23 region. Hum. Genet. 128, 3–26. 
Meyer, B., Wurm, J.P., Kötter, P., Leisegang, M.S., Schilling, V., Buchhaupt, M., Held, M., 
Bahr, U., Karas, M., Heckel, A., et al. (2011). The Bowen-Conradi syndrome protein 
Nep1 (Emg1) has a dual role in eukaryotic ribosome biogenesis, as an essential 
assembly factor and in the methylation of Ψ1191 in yeast 18S rRNA. Nucleic Acids 
Res. 39, 1526–1537. 
Meyer, B., Wurm, J.P., Sharma, S., Immer, C., Pogoryelov, D., Kötter, P., Lafontaine, 
D.L.J., Wöhnert, J., and Entian, K.-D. (2016). Ribosome biogenesis factor Tsr3 is 
the aminocarboxypropyl transferase responsible for 18S rRNA hypermodification in 
yeast and humans. Nucleic Acids Res. 44, 4304–4316. 
Miller, O.L., and Beatty, B.R. (1969). Visualization of nucleolar genes. Science 164, 
955–957. 
Morello, L.G., Hesling, C., Coltri, P.P., Castilho, B.A., Rimokh, R., and Zanchin, N.I.T. 
(2011). The NIP7 protein is required for accurate pre-rRNA processing in human 
cells. Nucleic Acids Res. 39, 648–665. 
Motorin, Y., and Helm, M. (2011). RNA nucleotide methylation. Wiley Interdiscip. 
Rev. RNA 2, 611–631. 
Mougey, E.B., O’Reilly, M., Osheim, Y., Miller, O.L., Beyer, A., and Sollner-Webb, B. 
(1993). The terminal balls characteristic of eukaryotic rRNA transcription units in 
chromatin spreads are rRNA processing complexes. Genes Dev. 7, 1609–1619. 
Mulcahy, L.A., Pink, R.C., and Carter, D.R.F. (2014). Routes and mechanisms of 
extracellular vesicle uptake. J. Extracell. Vesicles 3. 
Mullineux, S.-T., and Lafontaine, D.L.J. (2012). Mapping the cleavage sites on 
mammalian pre-rRNAs: where do we stand? Biochimie 94, 1521–1532. 
Murayama, A., Ohmori, K., Fujimura, A., Minami, H., Yasuzawa-Tanaka, K., Kuroda, T., 
Oie, S., Daitoku, H., Okuwaki, M., Nagata, K., et al. (2008). Epigenetic control of 
rDNA loci in response to intracellular energy status. Cell 133, 627–639. 
Muriaux, D., Mirro, J., Nagashima, K., Harvin, D., and Rein, A. (2002). Murine 
Leukemia Virus Nucleocapsid Mutant Particles Lacking Viral RNA Encapsidate 
Ribosomes. J. Virol. 76, 11405–11413. 
Nakazawa, Y., Arai, H., and Fujita, N. (2011). The novel metastasis promoter Merm1/ 
Wbscr22 enhances tumor cell survival in the vasculature by suppressing Zac1/p53-
dependent apoptosis. Cancer Res. 71, 1146–1155. 
Ni, L., and Snyder, M. (2001). A genomic study of the bipolar bud site selection pattern 
in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Mol. Biol. Cell 12, 2147–2170. 
Ni, J., Tien, A.L., and Fournier, M.J. (1997). Small nucleolar RNAs direct site-specific 
synthesis of pseudouridine in ribosomal RNA. Cell 89, 565–573. 
Niewmierzycka, A., and Clarke, S. (1999). S-Adenosylmethionine-dependent methylation 
in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Identification of a novel protein arginine methyl-
transferase. J. Biol. Chem. 274, 814–824. 
Oeffinger, M., Zenklusen, D., Ferguson, A., Wei, K.E., Hage, A.E., Tollervey, D., 
Chait, B.T., Singer, R.H., and Rout, M.P. (2009). Rrp17p Is a Eukaryotic Exo-
nuclease Required for 5′ End Processing of Pre-60S Ribosomal RNA. Mol. Cell 36, 
768–781. 
O’Farrell, H.C., Xu, Z., Culver, G.M., and Rife, J.P. (2008). Sequence and structural 
evolution of the KsgA/Dim1 methyltransferase family. BMC Res. Notes 1, 108. 
61 
Ohbayashi, I., Konishi, M., Ebine, K., and Sugiyama, M. (2011). Genetic identification 
of Arabidopsis RID2 as an essential factor involved in pre-rRNA processing. Plant 
J. Cell Mol. Biol. 67, 49–60. 
Osheim, Y.N., French, S.L., Keck, K.M., Champion, E.A., Spasov, K., Dragon, F., 
Baserga, S.J., and Beyer, A.L. (2004). Pre-18S Ribosomal RNA Is Structurally 
Compacted into the SSU Processome Prior to Being Cleaved from Nascent Tran-
scripts in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Mol. Cell 16, 943–954. 
Peifer, C., Sharma, S., Watzinger, P., Lamberth, S., Kötter, P., and Entian, K.-D. (2013). 
Yeast Rrp8p, a novel methyltransferase responsible for m1A 645 base modification 
of 25S rRNA. Nucleic Acids Res. 41, 1151–1163. 
Pelava, A., Schneider, C., and Watkins, N.J. (2016). The importance of ribosome 
production, and the 5S RNP-MDM2 pathway, in health and disease. Biochem. Soc. 
Trans. 44, 1086–1090. 
Pertschy, B., Schneider, C., Gnädig, M., Schäfer, T., Tollervey, D., and Hurt, E. (2009). 
RNA helicase Prp43 and its co-factor Pfa1 promote 20 to 18 S rRNA processing 
catalyzed by the endonuclease Nob1. J. Biol. Chem. 284, 35079–35091. 
Petersen-Mahrt, S.K., Estmer, C., Ohrmalm, C., Matthews, D.A., Russell, W.C., and 
Akusjärvi, G. (1999). The splicing factor-associated protein, p32, regulates RNA 
splicing by inhibiting ASF/SF2 RNA binding and phosphorylation. EMBO J. 18, 
1014–1024. 
Petrossian, T.C., and Clarke, S.G. (2011). Uncovering the human methyltransferasome. 
Mol. Cell. Proteomics MCP 10, M110.000976. 
Piekna-Przybylska, D., Decatur, W.A., and Fournier, M.J. (2008). The 3D rRNA 
modification maps database: with interactive tools for ribosome analysis. Nucleic 
Acids Res. 36, D178–183. 
Pober, B.R. (2010). Williams–Beuren Syndrome. N. Engl. J. Med. 362, 239–252. 
Pober, B.R., Johnson, M., and Urban, Z. (2008). Mechanisms and treatment of cardio-
vascular disease in Williams-Beuren syndrome. J. Clin. Invest. 118, 1606–1615. 
Popowski, T., Vialard, F., Leroy, B., Bault, J.P., and Molina-Gomes, D. (2011). Williams-
Beuren syndrome: the prenatal phenotype. Am. J. Obstet. Gynecol. 205, e6–e8. 
Preti, M., O’Donohue, M.-F., Montel-Lehry, N., Bortolin-Cavaillé, M.-L., Choesmel, V., 
and Gleizes, P.-E. (2013). Gradual processing of the ITS1 from the nucleolus to the 
cytoplasm during synthesis of the human 18S rRNA. Nucleic Acids Res. 41, 4709–
4723. 
Purushothaman, S.K., Bujnicki, J.M., Grosjean, H., and Lapeyre, B. (2005). Trm11p 
and Trm112p are both required for the formation of 2-methylguanosine at position 
10 in yeast tRNA. Mol. Cell. Biol. 25, 4359–4370. 
Ramesh, M., and Woolford, J.L. (2016). Eukaryote-specific rRNA expansion segments 
function in ribosome biogenesis. RNA N. Y. N 22, 1153–1162. 
Raska, I. (2003). Oldies but goldies: searching for Christmas trees within the nucleolar 
architecture. Trends Cell Biol. 13, 517–525. 
Rouquette, J., Choesmel, V., and Gleizes, P.-E. (2005). Nuclear export and cytoplasmic 
processing of precursors to the 40S ribosomal subunits in mammalian cells. EMBO J. 
24, 2862–2872. 
Samarsky, D.A., Balakin, A.G., and Fournier, M.J. (1995). Characterization of three new 
snRNAs from Saccharomyces cerevisiae: snR34, snR35 and snR36. Nucleic Acids 
Res. 23, 2548–2554. 
Sardana, R., and Johnson, A.W. (2012). The methyltransferase adaptor protein Trm112 
is involved in biogenesis of both ribosomal subunits. Mol. Biol. Cell 23, 4313–4322. 
62 
Sardana, R., White, J.P., and Johnson, A.W. (2013). The rRNA methyltransferase Bud23 
shows functional interaction with components of the SSU processome and RNase 
MRP. RNA N. Y. N 19, 828–840. 
Sardana, R., Zhu, J., Gill, M., and Johnson, A.W. (2014). Physical and functional inter-
action between the methyltransferase Bud23 and the essential DEAH-box RNA 
helicase Ecm16. Mol. Cell. Biol. 34, 2208–2220. 
Schillewaert, S., Wacheul, L., Lhomme, F., and Lafontaine, D.L.J. (2012). The evo-
lutionarily conserved protein Las1 is required for pre-rRNA processing at both ends 
of ITS2. Mol. Cell. Biol. 32, 430–444. 
Schilling, V., Peifer, C., Buchhaupt, M., Lamberth, S., Lioutikov, A., Rietschel, B., 
Kötter, P., and Entian, K.-D. (2012). Genetic interactions of yeast NEP1 (EMG1), 
encoding an essential factor in ribosome biogenesis. Yeast Chichester Engl. 29, 167–
183. 
Schosserer, M., Minois, N., Angerer, T.B., Amring, M., Dellago, H., Harreither, E., Calle-
Perez, A., Pircher, A., Gerstl, M.P., Pfeifenberger, S., et al. (2015). Methylation of 
ribosomal RNA by NSUN5 is a conserved mechanism modulating organismal 
lifespan. Nat. Commun. 6, 6158. 
Schubert, C. (2009). The genomic basis of the Williams-Beuren syndrome. Cell. Mol. 
Life Sci. CMLS 66, 1178–1197. 
Segura-Morales, C., Pescia, C., Chatellard-Causse, C., Sadoul, R., Bertrand, E., and 
Basyuk, E. (2005). Tsg101 and Alix interact with murine leukemia virus Gag and 
cooperate with Nedd4 ubiquitin ligases during budding. J. Biol. Chem. 280, 27004–
27012. 
Sharma, S., and Lafontaine, D.L.J. (2015). “View From A Bridge”: A New Perspective 
on Eukaryotic rRNA Base Modification. Trends Biochem. Sci. 40, 560–575. 
Sharma, S., Yang, J., Watzinger, P., Kötter, P., and Entian, K.-D. (2013a). Yeast Nop2 
and Rcm1 methylate C2870 and C2278 of the 25S rRNA, respectively. Nucleic 
Acids Res. 41, 9062–9076. 
Sharma, S., Watzinger, P., Kötter, P., and Entian, K.-D. (2013b). Identification of a novel 
methyltransferase, Bmt2, responsible for the N-1-methyl-adenosine base modification 
of 25S rRNA in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Nucleic Acids Res. 41, 5428–5443. 
Sharma, S., Yang, J., Düttmann, S., Watzinger, P., Kötter, P., and Entian, K.-D. (2014). 
Identification of novel methyltransferases, Bmt5 and Bmt6, responsible for the m3U 
methylations of 25S rRNA in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Nucleic Acids Res. 42, 
3246–3260. 
Sharma, S., Langhendries, J.-L., Watzinger, P., Kötter, P., Entian, K.-D., and Lafontaine, 
D.L.J. (2015). Yeast Kre33 and human NAT10 are conserved 18S rRNA cytosine 
acetyltransferases that modify tRNAs assisted by the adaptor Tan1/THUMPD1. 
Nucleic Acids Res. 43, 2242–2258. 
Shen, Q., Zheng, X., McNutt, M.A., Guang, L., Sun, Y., Wang, J., Gong, Y., Hou, L., and 
Zhang, B. (2009). NAT10, a nucleolar protein, localizes to the midbody and regulates 
cytokinesis and acetylation of microtubules. Exp. Cell Res. 315, 1653–1667. 
Sloan, K.E., Mattijssen, S., Lebaron, S., Tollervey, D., Pruijn, G.J.M., and Watkins, N.J. 
(2013). Both endonucleolytic and exonucleolytic cleavage mediate ITS1 removal 
during human ribosomal RNA processing. J. Cell Biol. 200, 577–588. 
Sloan, K.E., Warda, A.S., Sharma, S., Entian, K.-D., Lafontaine, D.L.J., and Bohnsack, 
M.T. (2016). Tuning the ribosome: the influence of rRNA modification on eukaryotic 
ribosome biogenesis and function. RNA Biol. doi: 10.1080/15476286.2016.1259781 
63 
Somerville, M.J., Mervis, C.B., Young, E.J., Seo, E.-J., del Campo, M., Bamforth, S., 
Peregrine, E., Loo, W., Lilley, M., Pérez-Jurado, L.A., et al. (2005). Severe 
expressive-language delay related to duplication of the Williams-Beuren locus. N. 
Engl. J. Med. 353, 1694–1701. 
Sørensen, P.D., and Frederiksen, S. (1991). Characterization of human 5S rRNA genes. 
Nucleic Acids Res. 19, 4147–4151. 
Stanchi, F., Bertocco, E., Toppo, S., Dioguardi, R., Simionati, B., Cannata, N., Zim-
bello, R., Lanfranchi, G., and Valle, G. (2001). Characterization of 16 novel human 
genes showing high similarity to yeast sequences. Yeast Chichester Engl. 18, 69–80. 
Stankiewicz, P., and Lupski, J.R. (2002). Genome architecture, rearrangements and 
genomic disorders. Trends Genet. TIG 18, 74–82. 
Stefanska, B., Cheishvili, D., Suderman, M., Arakelian, A., Huang, J., Hallett, M., Han, 
Z.-G., Al-Mahtab, M., Akbar, S.M.F., Khan, W.A., et al. (2014). Genome-wide study 
of hypomethylated and induced genes in patients with liver cancer unravels novel 
anticancer targets. Clin. Cancer Res. Off. J. Am. Assoc. Cancer Res. 20, 3118–3132. 
Strømme, P., Bjørnstad, P.G., and Ramstad, K. (2002). Prevalence estimation of Williams 
syndrome. J. Child Neurol. 17, 269–271. 
Studte, P., Zink, S., Jablonowski, D., Bär, C., von der Haar, T., Tuite, M.F., and Schaf-
frath, R. (2008). tRNA and protein methylase complexes mediate zymocin toxicity 
in yeast. Mol. Microbiol. 69, 1266–1277. 
Su, H., Xu, T., Ganapathy, S., Shadfan, M., Long, M., Huang, T.H.-M., Thompson, I., 
and Yuan, Z.-M. (2014). Elevated snoRNA biogenesis is essential in breast cancer. 
Oncogene 33, 1348–1358. 
Sumita, M., Desaulniers, J.-P., Chang, Y.-C., Chui, H.M.-P., Clos, L., and Chow, C.S. 
(2005). Effects of nucleotide substitution and modification on the stability and 
structure of helix 69 from 28S rRNA. RNA N. Y. N 11, 1420–1429. 
Tafforeau, L., Zorbas, C., Langhendries, J.-L., Mullineux, S.-T., Stamatopoulou, V., 
Mullier, R., Wacheul, L., and Lafontaine, D.L.J. (2013). The complexity of human 
ribosome biogenesis revealed by systematic nucleolar screening of Pre-rRNA pro-
cessing factors. Mol. Cell 51, 539–551. 
Tam, E., Young, E.J., Morris, C.A., Marshall, C.R., Loo, W., Scherer, S.W., Mervis, C.B., 
and Osborne, L.R. (2008). The common inversion of the Williams-Beuren syndrome 
region at 7q11.23 does not cause clinical symptoms. Am. J. Med. Genet. A. 146A, 
1797–1806. 
Taoka, M., Nobe, Y., Yamaki, Y., Yamauchi, Y., Ishikawa, H., Takahashi, N., Naka-
yama, H., and Isobe, T. (2016). The complete chemical structure of Saccharomyces 
cerevisiae rRNA: partial pseudouridylation of U2345 in 25S rRNA by snoRNA 
snR9. Nucleic Acids Res. 44, 8951–8961. 
Thiry, M., and Lafontaine, D.L.J. (2005). Birth of a nucleolus: the evolution of nucleolar 
compartments. Trends Cell Biol. 15, 194–199. 
Thiry, M., Lamaye, F., and Lafontaine, D.L.J. (2011). The nucleolus: when 2 became 3. 
Nucl. Austin Tex 2, 289–293. 
Thomson, E., and Tollervey, D. (2010). The final step in 5.8S rRNA processing is cyto-
plasmic in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Mol. Cell. Biol. 30, 976–984. 
Tiedemann, R.E., Zhu, Y.X., Schmidt, J., Shi, C.X., Sereduk, C., Yin, H., Mousses, S., 
and Stewart, A.K. (2012). Identification of molecular vulnerabilities in human 
multiple myeloma cells by RNA interference lethality screening of the druggable 
genome. Cancer Res. 72, 757–768. 
64 
Tollervey, D., Lehtonen, H., Jansen, R., Kern, H., and Hurt, E.C. (1993). Temperature-
sensitive mutations demonstrate roles for yeast fibrillarin in pre-rRNA processing, 
pre-rRNA methylation, and ribosome assembly. Cell 72, 443–457. 
Towns, W.L., and Begley, T.J. (2012). Transfer RNA methytransferases and their 
corresponding modifications in budding yeast and humans: activities, predications, 
and potential roles in human health. DNA Cell Biol. 31, 434–454. 
Tyc, K., and Steitz, J.A. (1989). U3, U8 and U13 comprise a new class of mammalian 
snRNPs localized in the cell nucleolus. EMBO J. 8, 3113–3119. 
Uhlén, M., Fagerberg, L., Hallström, B.M., Lindskog, C., Oksvold, P., Mardinoglu, A., 
Sivertsson, Å., Kampf, C., Sjöstedt, E., Asplund, A., et al. (2015). Proteomics. Tissue-
based map of the human proteome. Science 347, 1260419. 
Urbán, Z., Helms, C., Fekete, G., Csiszár, K., Bonnet, D., Munnich, A., Donis-Keller, H., 
and Boyd, C.D. (1996). 7q11.23 deletions in Williams syndrome arise as a con-
sequence of unequal meiotic crossover. Am. J. Hum. Genet. 59, 958–962. 
Van Den Heuvel, E., Manders, E., Swillen, A., and Zink, I. (2016). Developmental 
trajectories of structural and pragmatic language skills in school-aged children with 
Williams syndrome. J. Intellect. Disabil. Res. 60, 903–919. 
Velleman, S.L., and Mervis, C.B. (2011). Children with 7q11.23 Duplication Syndrome: 
Speech, Language, Cognitive, and Behavioral Characteristics and their Implications 
for Intervention. Perspect. Lang. Learn. Educ. 18, 108–116. 
Venema, J., and Tollervey, D. (1999). Ribosome synthesis in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. 
Annu. Rev. Genet. 33, 261–311. 
Waku, T., Nakajima, Y., Yokoyama, W., Nomura, N., Kako, K., Kobayashi, A., Shi-
mizu, T., and Fukamizu, A. (2016). NML-mediated rRNA base methylation links 
ribosomal subunit formation to cell proliferation in a p53-dependent manner. J. Cell 
Sci. 129, 2382–2393. 
Wang, M., and Pestov, D.G. (2011). 5’-end surveillance by Xrn2 acts as a shared mecha-
nism for mammalian pre-rRNA maturation and decay. Nucleic Acids Res. 39, 1811–
1822. 
Wang, T., Birsoy, K., Hughes, N.W., Krupczak, K.M., Post, Y., Wei, J.J., Lander, E.S., 
and Sabatini, D.M. (2015a). Identification and characterization of essential genes in 
the human genome. Science 350, 1096–1101. 
Wang, Y., Yue, D., Xiao, M., Qi, C., Chen, Y., Sun, D., Zhang, N., and Chen, R. (2015b). 
C1QBP negatively regulates the activation of oncoprotein YBX1 in the renal cell 
carcinoma as revealed by interactomics analysis. J. Proteome Res. 14, 804–813. 
Warda, A.S., Freytag, B., Haag, S., Sloan, K.E., Görlich, D., and Bohnsack, M.T. (2016). 
Effects of the Bowen-Conradi syndrome mutation in EMG1 on its nuclear import, 
stability and nucleolar recruitment. Hum. Mol. Genet. 
Watkins, N.J., and Bohnsack, M.T. (2012). The box C/D and H/ACA snoRNPs: key 
players in the modification, processing and the dynamic folding of ribosomal RNA. 
Wiley Interdiscip. Rev. RNA 3, 397–414. 
White, J., Li, Z., Sardana, R., Bujnicki, J.M., Marcotte, E.M., and Johnson, A.W. (2008). 
Bud23 methylates G1575 of 18S rRNA and is required for efficient nuclear export 
of pre-40S subunits. Mol. Cell. Biol. 28, 3151–3161. 
Williams, J.C., Barratt-Boyes, B.G., and Lowe, J.B. (1961). Supravalvular aortic stenosis. 
Circulation 24, 1311–1318. 
Willms, E., Johansson, H.J., Mäger, I., Lee, Y., Blomberg, K.E.M., Sadik, M., Alaarg, A., 
Smith, C.I.E., Lehtiö, J., Andaloussi, S.E., et al. (2016). Cells release subpopulations 
of exosomes with distinct molecular and biological properties. Sci. Rep. 6, 22519. 
65 
Wilson, D.N., and Doudna Cate, J.H. (2012). The structure and function of the 
eukaryotic ribosome. Cold Spring Harb. Perspect. Biol. 4. 
Woolford, J.L., and Baserga, S.J. (2013). Ribosome Biogenesis in the Yeast Saccharo-
myces cerevisiae. Genetics 195, 643–681. 
Wurm, J.P., Meyer, B., Bahr, U., Held, M., Frolow, O., Kötter, P., Engels, J.W., Heckel, A., 
Karas, M., Entian, K.-D., et al. (2010). The ribosome assembly factor Nep1 respon-
sible for Bowen-Conradi syndrome is a pseudouridine-N1-specific methyltrans-
ferase. Nucleic Acids Res. 38, 2387–2398. 
Yáñez-Mó, M., Siljander, P.R.-M., Andreu, Z., Zavec, A.B., Borràs, F.E., Buzas, E.I., 
Buzas, K., Casal, E., Cappello, F., Carvalho, J., et al. (2015). Biological properties 
of extracellular vesicles and their physiological functions. J. Extracell. Vesicles 4. 
Yang, L., Song, T., Chen, L., Kabra, N., Zheng, H., Koomen, J., Seto, E., and Chen, J. 
(2013). Regulation of SirT1-nucleomethylin binding by rRNA coordinates ribosome 
biogenesis with nutrient availability. Mol. Cell. Biol. 33, 3835–3848. 
Yoshikawa, H., Komatsu, W., Hayano, T., Miura, Y., Homma, K., Izumikawa, K., Ishi-
kawa, H., Miyazawa, N., Tachikawa, H., Yamauchi, Y., et al. (2011). Splicing factor 
2-associated protein p32 participates in ribosome biogenesis by regulating the 
binding of Nop52 and fibrillarin to preribosome particles. Mol. Cell. Proteomics 
MCP 10, M110.006148. 
Yoshikawa, H., Ishikawa, H., Izumikawa, K., Miura, Y., Hayano, T., Isobe, T., Simpson, 
R.J., and Takahashi, N. (2015). Human nucleolar protein Nop52 (RRP1/NNP-1) is 
involved in site 2 cleavage in internal transcribed spacer 1 of pre-rRNAs at early 
stages of ribosome biogenesis. Nucleic Acids Res. 43, 5524–5536. 
Yusupova, G., and Yusupov, M. (2014). High-resolution structure of the eukaryotic 80S 
ribosome. Annu. Rev. Biochem. 83, 467–486. 
Zhang, X., Zhang, F., Guo, L., Wang, Y., Zhang, P., Wang, R., Zhang, N., and Chen, R. 
(2013). Interactome analysis reveals that C1QBP (complement component 1, q 
subcomponent binding protein) is associated with cancer cell chemotaxis and 
metastasis. Mol. Cell. Proteomics MCP 12, 3199–3209. 
Zorbas, C., Nicolas, E., Wacheul, L., Huvelle, E., Heurgué-Hamard, V., and Lafontaine, 
D.L.J. (2015). The human 18S rRNA base methyltransferases DIMT1L and 
WBSCR22-TRMT112 but not rRNA modification are required for ribosome 
biogenesis. Mol. Biol. Cell 26, 2080–2095. 
  
  
  
66 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
First, I would like to express my sincere gratitude to my supervisors Reet and 
Ants Kurg. Thank you for your guidance in the lab and for helpful scientific and 
non-scientific discussions, patience, and encouragement throughout my studies. 
I am also thankful to Mart Ustav for enabling me to participate in the 
IMGEMEL project, and to Jaanus Remme for reading and commenting on this 
dissertation. In addition, I appreciate valuable discussions with Aare Abroi and 
Ivar Ilves. Furthermore, I would like to express my gratitude towards Merike 
and Inge for their administrative support.  
I would like to thank all co-authors of the papers included in this thesis, and 
all the former and current members of our research group, especially Piia 
Kivipõld, Liisi Võsa, Lilian Leetsi, Ly Käsper, and Eve Toomsoo. Liisi and 
Piia, you have been really good friends of mine and I am grateful for the hours 
we spent together both in and out of the lab. In addition, I appreciate the 
friendly atmosphere in the laboratory of molecular biology and the help 
provided by Aivar Liiv and Margus Leppik. 
I would also like to thank the helpful members of the Ustav lab and other 
colleagues from the Institute of Technology. I am grateful to Age, Airiin, Ervin, 
Eva-Maria, Liisi Henno, Margit, Marit, Matu, Rait, Sandra, Sergo, Sirle, Tom 
and Tormi for memorable times. In addition, adventurous moments with Annika 
and Margit often helped to recharge the batteries. 
I would like to thank my friends Risse and Mari for always being there for 
me. I am also thankful to Marko and Jaan for occasionally querying about the 
progress of my doctoral studies. Now, finally, I can answer that the work is 
complete and the dissertation is finished. 
I would like to thank my mother and grandmother for their love and belief in 
me throughout my studies. I am thankful to Kersti, for being the best sister and 
a very close friend. Last but not least, the encouragement and love from my 
dear Tiit have been crucial. 
  
  
 
 
 
PUBLICATIONS 
 
  
CURRICULUM VITAE 
Name: Kadri Õunap 
Date of birth: 13th of August 1986 
Citizenship: Estonian 
Address: Instutute of Technology, Nooruse 1, 50411 Tartu, Estonia 
E-mail: kadri.ounap@ut.ee 
 
Education: 
2010–... University of Tartu, PhD studies in Molecular and Cell Biology 
2008–2010 University of Tartu, MSc 
2005–2008 University of Tartu, BSc 
2002–2005 Hugo Treffner Gymnasium 
 
Professional employment: 
2012–... University of Tartu, Institute of Technology, specialist 
 
Supervised theses: 
Heilike Toming bachelor’s thesis, 2015 (co-supervisor: Reet Kurg, PhD) 
Lilian Leetsi master’s thesis, 2014 (co-supervisor: Reet Kurg, PhD) 
Maarja Matsoo master’s thesis, 2014 (co-supervisor: Reet Kurg, PhD) 
Lilian Leetsi bachelor’s thesis, 2012 (co-supervisor: Reet Kurg, PhD) 
 
List of publications: 
Õunap K, Käsper L, Kurg A, Kurg R (2013). The human WBSCR22 protein is 
involved in the biogenesis of the 40S ribosomal subunits in mammalian 
cells. PLoS ONE 8(9): e75686. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0075686 
Õunap K, Leetsi L, Matsoo M, Kurg R (2015). The stability of ribosome 
biogenesis factor WBSCR22 is regulated by interaction with TRMT112 via 
ubiquitin-proteasome pathway. PLoS ONE 10(7): e0133841.  
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0133841 
Kurg R, Reinsalu O, Jagur S, Õunap K, Võsa L, Kasvandik S, Padari K, Gilde-
mann K, Ustav M (2016). Biochemical and proteomic characterization of 
retrovirus Gag based microparticles carrying melanoma antigens. Sci. Rep. 
6, 29425; doi: 10.1038/srep29425 
  
118
ELULOOKIRJELDUS 
Nimi: Kadri Õunap 
Sünniaeg: 13. august 1986 
Rahvus: eestlane 
Aadress: Tartu Ülikooli Tehnoloogiainstituut, Nooruse 1, Tartu, 50411, 
Eesti 
E-post: kadri.ounap@ut.ee 
Telefon: +372 5221074 
 
Haridustee: 
2010–... Tartu Ülikool, Molekulaar- ja Rakubioloogia, doktorant 
2008–2010 Tartu Ülikool, geenitehnoloogia, MSc 
2005–2008 Tartu Ülikool, geenitehnoloogia, BSc 
2002–2005 Hugo Treffneri Gümnaasium 
 
Erialane töökogemus: 
2012–... Tartu Ülikool, Tehnoloogiainstituut, spetsialist 
 
Juhendatud lõputööd: 
Heilike Toming bakalaureusetöö, 2015 (kaasjuhendaja: Reet Kurg, PhD) 
Lilian Leetsi magistritöö, 2014 (kaasjuhendaja: Reet Kurg, PhD) 
Maarja Matsoo magistritöö, 2014 (kaasjuhendaja: Reet Kurg, PhD) 
Lilian Leetsi bakalaureusetöö, 2012 (kaasjuhendaja: Reet Kurg, PhD) 
 
Publikatsioonide loetelu: 
Õunap K, Käsper L, Kurg A, Kurg R (2013). The human WBSCR22 protein is 
involved in the biogenesis of the 40S ribosomal subunits in mammalian 
cells. PLoS ONE 8(9): e75686. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0075686 
Õunap K, Leetsi L, Matsoo M, Kurg R (2015). The stability of ribosome 
biogenesis factor WBSCR22 is regulated by interaction with TRMT112 via 
ubiquitin-proteasome pathway. PLoS ONE 10(7): e0133841.  
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0133841 
Kurg R, Reinsalu O, Jagur S, Õunap K, Võsa L, Kasvandik S, Padari K, Gilde-
mann K, Ustav M (2016). Biochemical and proteomic characterization of 
retrovirus Gag based microparticles carrying melanoma antigens. Sci. Rep. 
6, 29425; doi: 10.1038/srep29425 
119
120 
DISSERTATIONES BIOLOGICAE 
UNIVERSITATIS TARTUENSIS 
 
  1. Toivo Maimets. Studies of human oncoprotein p53. Tartu, 1991, 96 p. 
  2. Enn K. Seppet. Thyroid state control over energy metabolism, ion trans-
port and contractile functions in rat heart. Tartu, 1991, 135 p.  
  3. Kristjan Zobel. Epifüütsete makrosamblike väärtus õhu saastuse indikaa-
toritena Hamar-Dobani boreaalsetes mägimetsades. Tartu, 1992, 131 lk. 
  4. Andres Mäe. Conjugal mobilization of catabolic plasmids by transpos-
able elements in helper plasmids. Tartu, 1992, 91 p. 
  5. Maia Kivisaar. Studies on phenol degradation genes of Pseudomonas sp. 
strain EST 1001. Tartu, 1992, 61 p. 
  6. Allan Nurk. Nucleotide sequences of phenol degradative genes from 
Pseudomonas sp. strain EST 1001 and their transcriptional activation in 
Pseudomonas putida. Tartu, 1992, 72 p. 
  7. Ülo Tamm. The genus Populus L. in Estonia: variation of the species bio-
logy and introduction. Tartu, 1993, 91 p. 
  8. Jaanus Remme. Studies on the peptidyltransferase centre of the E.coli 
ribosome. Tartu, 1993, 68 p. 
  9. Ülo Langel. Galanin and galanin antagonists. Tartu, 1993, 97 p. 
10. Arvo Käärd. The development of an automatic online dynamic fluo-
rescense-based pH-dependent fiber optic penicillin flowthrought biosensor 
for the control of the benzylpenicillin hydrolysis. Tartu, 1993, 117 p. 
11. Lilian Järvekülg. Antigenic analysis and development of sensitive immu-
noassay for potato viruses. Tartu, 1993, 147 p. 
12. Jaak Palumets. Analysis of phytomass partition in Norway spruce. Tartu, 
1993, 47 p. 
13. Arne Sellin. Variation in hydraulic architecture of Picea abies (L.) Karst. 
trees grown under different enviromental conditions. Tartu, 1994, 119 p.  
13. Mati Reeben. Regulation of light neurofilament gene expression. Tartu, 
1994, 108 p. 
14. Urmas Tartes. Respiration rhytms in insects. Tartu, 1995, 109 p. 
15. Ülo Puurand. The complete nucleotide sequence and infections in vitro 
transcripts from cloned cDNA of a potato A potyvirus. Tartu, 1995, 96 p. 
16. Peeter Hõrak. Pathways of selection in avian reproduction: a functional 
framework and its application in the population study of the great tit 
(Parus major). Tartu, 1995, 118 p. 
17. Erkki Truve. Studies on specific and broad spectrum virus resistance in 
transgenic plants. Tartu, 1996, 158 p. 
18. Illar Pata. Cloning and characterization of human and mouse ribosomal 
protein S6-encoding genes. Tartu, 1996, 60 p. 
19. Ülo Niinemets. Importance of structural features of leaves and canopy in 
determining species shade-tolerance in temperature deciduous woody 
taxa. Tartu, 1996, 150 p. 
121 
20. Ants Kurg. Bovine leukemia virus: molecular studies on the packaging 
region and DNA diagnostics in cattle. Tartu, 1996, 104 p. 
21. Ene Ustav. E2 as the modulator of the BPV1 DNA replication. Tartu, 1996, 
100 p. 
22. Aksel Soosaar. Role of helix-loop-helix and nuclear hormone receptor 
transcription factors in neurogenesis. Tartu, 1996, 109 p. 
23. Maido Remm. Human papillomavirus type 18: replication, transforma-
tion and gene expression. Tartu, 1997, 117 p. 
24. Tiiu Kull. Population dynamics in Cypripedium calceolus L. Tartu, 1997,  
124 p. 
25. Kalle Olli. Evolutionary life-strategies of autotrophic planktonic micro-
organisms in the Baltic Sea. Tartu, 1997, 180 p. 
26. Meelis Pärtel. Species diversity and community dynamics in calcareous 
grassland communities in Western Estonia. Tartu, 1997, 124 p. 
27. Malle Leht. The Genus Potentilla L. in Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania: 
distribution, morphology and taxonomy. Tartu, 1997, 186 p. 
28. Tanel Tenson. Ribosomes, peptides and antibiotic resistance. Tartu, 1997,  
80 p. 
29. Arvo Tuvikene. Assessment of inland water pollution using biomarker 
responses in fish in vivo and in vitro. Tartu, 1997, 160 p. 
30. Urmas Saarma. Tuning ribosomal elongation cycle by mutagenesis of  
23S rRNA. Tartu, 1997, 134 p. 
31. Henn Ojaveer. Composition and dynamics of fish stocks in the gulf of 
Riga ecosystem. Tartu, 1997, 138 p. 
32. Lembi Lõugas. Post-glacial development of vertebrate fauna in Estonian 
water bodies. Tartu, 1997, 138 p. 
33. Margus Pooga. Cell penetrating peptide, transportan, and its predecessors, 
galanin-based chimeric peptides. Tartu, 1998, 110 p. 
34. Andres Saag. Evolutionary relationships in some cetrarioid genera 
(Lichenized Ascomycota). Tartu, 1998, 196 p. 
35. Aivar Liiv. Ribosomal large subunit assembly in vivo. Tartu, 1998, 158 p. 
36.  Tatjana Oja. Isoenzyme diversity and phylogenetic affinities among the 
eurasian annual bromes (Bromus L., Poaceae). Tartu, 1998, 92 p. 
37. Mari Moora. The influence of arbuscular mycorrhizal (AM) symbiosis 
on the competition and coexistence of calcareous grassland plant species. 
Tartu, 1998, 78 p. 
38. Olavi Kurina. Fungus gnats in Estonia (Diptera: Bolitophilidae, Keropla-
tidae, Macroceridae, Ditomyiidae, Diadocidiidae, Mycetophilidae). Tartu, 
1998, 200 p.  
39. Andrus Tasa. Biological leaching of shales: black shale and oil shale. 
Tartu, 1998, 98 p. 
40. Arnold Kristjuhan. Studies on transcriptional activator properties of 
tumor suppressor protein p53. Tartu, 1998, 86 p. 
41.  Sulev Ingerpuu. Characterization of some human myeloid cell surface 
and nuclear differentiation antigens. Tartu, 1998, 163 p. 
122 
42.  Veljo Kisand. Responses of planktonic bacteria to the abiotic and biotic 
factors in the shallow lake Võrtsjärv. Tartu, 1998, 118 p. 
43. Kadri Põldmaa. Studies in the systematics of hypomyces and allied 
genera (Hypocreales, Ascomycota). Tartu, 1998, 178 p. 
44. Markus Vetemaa. Reproduction parameters of fish as indicators in en-
vironmental monitoring. Tartu, 1998, 117 p. 
45. Heli Talvik. Prepatent periods and species composition of different Oeso-
phagostomum spp. populations in Estonia and Denmark. Tartu, 1998, 
104 p. 
46. Katrin Heinsoo. Cuticular and stomatal antechamber conductance to water 
vapour diffusion in Picea abies (L.) karst. Tartu, 1999, 133 p. 
47. Tarmo Annilo. Studies on mammalian ribosomal protein S7. Tartu, 1998, 
77 p. 
48. Indrek Ots. Health state indicies of reproducing great tits (Parus major): 
sources of variation and connections with life-history traits. Tartu, 1999, 
117 p. 
49. Juan Jose Cantero. Plant community diversity and habitat relationships in 
central Argentina grasslands. Tartu, 1999, 161 p. 
50. Rein Kalamees. Seed bank, seed rain and community regeneration in 
Estonian calcareous grasslands. Tartu, 1999, 107 p. 
51.  Sulev Kõks. Cholecystokinin (CCK) – induced anxiety in rats: influence 
of environmental stimuli and involvement of endopioid mechanisms and 
serotonin. Tartu, 1999, 123 p. 
52. Ebe Sild. Impact of increasing concentrations of O3 and CO2 on wheat, 
clover and pasture. Tartu, 1999, 123 p. 
53. Ljudmilla Timofejeva. Electron microscopical analysis of the synaptone-
mal complex formation in cereals. Tartu, 1999, 99 p. 
54. Andres Valkna. Interactions of galanin receptor with ligands and  
G-proteins: studies with synthetic peptides. Tartu, 1999, 103 p. 
55. Taavi Virro. Life cycles of planktonic rotifers in lake Peipsi. Tartu, 1999, 
101 p. 
56.  Ana Rebane. Mammalian ribosomal protein S3a genes and intron-
encoded small nucleolar RNAs U73 and U82. Tartu, 1999, 85 p. 
57.  Tiina Tamm. Cocksfoot mottle virus: the genome organisation and trans-
lational strategies. Tartu, 2000, 101 p. 
58. Reet Kurg. Structure-function relationship of the bovine papilloma virus 
E2 protein. Tartu, 2000, 89 p. 
59. Toomas Kivisild. The origins of Southern and Western Eurasian popula-
tions: an mtDNA study. Tartu, 2000, 121 p. 
60. Niilo Kaldalu. Studies of the TOL plasmid transcription factor XylS. 
Tartu, 2000, 88 p. 
61. Dina Lepik. Modulation of viral DNA replication by tumor suppressor 
protein p53. Tartu, 2000, 106 p. 
123 
62. Kai Vellak. Influence of different factors on the diversity of the bryo-
phyte vegetation in forest and wooded meadow communities. Tartu, 2000, 
122 p. 
63. Jonne Kotta. Impact of eutrophication and biological invasionas on the 
structure and functions of benthic macrofauna. Tartu, 2000, 160 p. 
64. Georg Martin. Phytobenthic communities of the Gulf of Riga and the 
inner sea the West-Estonian archipelago. Tartu, 2000, 139 p. 
65.  Silvia Sepp. Morphological and genetical variation of Alchemilla L. in 
Estonia. Tartu, 2000. 124 p. 
66. Jaan Liira. On the determinants of structure and diversity in herbaceous 
plant communities. Tartu, 2000, 96 p. 
67. Priit Zingel. The role of planktonic ciliates in lake ecosystems. Tartu, 
2001, 111 p. 
68. Tiit Teder. Direct and indirect effects in Host-parasitoid interactions: 
ecological and evolutionary consequences. Tartu, 2001, 122 p. 
69. Hannes Kollist. Leaf apoplastic ascorbate as ozone scavenger and its 
transport across the plasma membrane. Tartu, 2001, 80 p. 
70. Reet Marits. Role of two-component regulator system PehR-PehS and 
extracellular protease PrtW in virulence of Erwinia Carotovora subsp. 
Carotovora. Tartu, 2001, 112 p. 
71. Vallo Tilgar. Effect of calcium supplementation on reproductive perfor-
mance of the pied flycatcher Ficedula hypoleuca and the great tit Parus 
major, breeding in Nothern temperate forests. Tartu, 2002, 126 p. 
72. Rita Hõrak. Regulation of transposition of transposon Tn4652 in Pseudo-
monas putida. Tartu, 2002, 108 p. 
73. Liina Eek-Piirsoo. The effect of fertilization, mowing and additional 
illumination on the structure of a species-rich grassland community. 
Tartu, 2002, 74 p. 
74. Krõõt Aasamaa. Shoot hydraulic conductance and stomatal conductance 
of six temperate deciduous tree species. Tartu, 2002, 110 p. 
75. Nele Ingerpuu. Bryophyte diversity and vascular plants. Tartu, 2002, 
112 p. 
76. Neeme Tõnisson. Mutation detection by primer extension on oligonucleo-
tide microarrays. Tartu, 2002, 124 p. 
77. Margus Pensa. Variation in needle retention of Scots pine in relation to 
leaf morphology, nitrogen conservation and tree age. Tartu, 2003, 110 p. 
78. Asko Lõhmus. Habitat preferences and quality for birds of prey: from 
principles to applications. Tartu, 2003, 168 p. 
79. Viljar Jaks. p53 – a switch in cellular circuit. Tartu, 2003, 160 p. 
80. Jaana Männik. Characterization and genetic studies of four ATP-binding 
cassette (ABC) transporters. Tartu, 2003, 140 p. 
81. Marek Sammul. Competition and coexistence of clonal plants in relation 
to productivity. Tartu, 2003, 159 p 
82. Ivar Ilves. Virus-cell interactions in the replication cycle of bovine 
papillomavirus type 1. Tartu, 2003, 89 p.  
124 
83. Andres Männik. Design and characterization of a novel vector system 
based on the stable replicator of bovine papillomavirus type 1. Tartu, 
2003, 109 p. 
84.  Ivika Ostonen. Fine root structure, dynamics and proportion in net pri-
mary production of Norway spruce forest ecosystem in relation to site 
conditions. Tartu, 2003, 158 p. 
85.  Gudrun Veldre. Somatic status of 12–15-year-old Tartu schoolchildren. 
Tartu, 2003, 199 p. 
86.  Ülo Väli. The greater spotted eagle Aquila clanga and the lesser spotted 
eagle A. pomarina: taxonomy, phylogeography and ecology. Tartu, 2004, 
159 p.  
87.  Aare Abroi. The determinants for the native activities of the bovine 
papillomavirus type 1 E2 protein are separable. Tartu, 2004, 135 p. 
88.  Tiina Kahre. Cystic fibrosis in Estonia. Tartu, 2004, 116 p. 
89.  Helen Orav-Kotta. Habitat choice and feeding activity of benthic suspension 
feeders and mesograzers in the northern Baltic Sea. Tartu, 2004, 117 p. 
90.  Maarja Öpik. Diversity of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi in the roots of 
perennial plants and their effect on plant performance. Tartu, 2004, 175 p.  
91.  Kadri Tali. Species structure of Neotinea ustulata. Tartu, 2004, 109 p. 
92.  Kristiina Tambets. Towards the understanding of post-glacial spread of 
human mitochondrial DNA haplogroups in Europe and beyond: a phylo-
geographic approach. Tartu, 2004, 163 p. 
93.  Arvi Jõers. Regulation of p53-dependent transcription. Tartu, 2004, 
103 p. 
94.  Lilian Kadaja. Studies on modulation of the activity of tumor suppressor 
protein p53. Tartu, 2004, 103 p. 
95.  Jaak Truu. Oil shale industry wastewater: impact on river microbial  
community and possibilities for bioremediation. Tartu, 2004, 128 p. 
96.  Maire Peters. Natural horizontal transfer of the pheBA operon. Tartu, 
2004, 105 p. 
97.  Ülo Maiväli. Studies on the structure-function relationship of the bacterial 
ribosome. Tartu, 2004, 130 p.  
98.  Merit Otsus. Plant community regeneration and species diversity in dry 
calcareous grasslands. Tartu, 2004, 103 p. 
99. Mikk Heidemaa. Systematic studies on sawflies of the genera Dolerus, 
Empria, and Caliroa (Hymenoptera: Tenthredinidae). Tartu, 2004, 167 p. 
100. Ilmar Tõnno. The impact of nitrogen and phosphorus concentration and 
N/P ratio on cyanobacterial dominance and N2 fixation in some Estonian 
lakes. Tartu, 2004, 111 p. 
101. Lauri Saks. Immune function, parasites, and carotenoid-based ornaments 
in greenfinches. Tartu, 2004, 144 p.  
102. Siiri Rootsi. Human Y-chromosomal variation in European populations. 
Tartu, 2004, 142 p. 
103. Eve Vedler. Structure of the 2,4-dichloro-phenoxyacetic acid-degradative 
plasmid pEST4011. Tartu, 2005. 106 p.  
125 
104. Andres Tover. Regulation of transcription of the phenol degradation 
pheBA operon in Pseudomonas putida. Tartu, 2005, 126 p. 
105. Helen Udras. Hexose  kinases  and  glucose transport  in  the  yeast Han-
senula  polymorpha. Tartu, 2005, 100 p. 
106. Ave Suija. Lichens and lichenicolous fungi in Estonia: diversity, distri-
bution patterns, taxonomy. Tartu, 2005, 162 p. 
107. Piret Lõhmus. Forest lichens and their substrata in Estonia. Tartu, 2005, 
162 p.  
108. Inga Lips. Abiotic factors controlling the cyanobacterial bloom occur-
rence in the Gulf of Finland. Tartu, 2005, 156 p. 
109. Kaasik, Krista. Circadian clock genes in mammalian clockwork, meta-
bolism and behaviour. Tartu, 2005, 121 p. 
110. Juhan Javoiš. The effects of experience on host acceptance in ovipositing 
moths. Tartu, 2005, 112 p.  
111. Tiina Sedman. Characterization  of  the  yeast Saccharomyces  cerevisiae 
mitochondrial  DNA  helicase  Hmi1. Tartu, 2005, 103 p.  
112. Ruth Aguraiuja. Hawaiian endemic fern lineage Diellia (Aspleniaceae): 
distribution, population structure and ecology. Tartu, 2005, 112 p.  
113. Riho Teras. Regulation of transcription from the fusion promoters ge-
nerated by transposition of Tn4652 into the upstream region of pheBA 
operon in Pseudomonas putida. Tartu, 2005, 106 p.  
114. Mait Metspalu. Through the course of prehistory in india: tracing the 
mtDNA trail. Tartu, 2005, 138 p.  
115. Elin Lõhmussaar. The comparative patterns of linkage disequilibrium in 
European populations and its implication for genetic association studies. 
Tartu, 2006, 124 p. 
116. Priit Kupper. Hydraulic and environmental limitations to leaf water rela-
tions in trees with respect to canopy position. Tartu, 2006, 126 p. 
117. Heili Ilves. Stress-induced transposition of Tn4652 in Pseudomonas 
Putida. Tartu, 2006, 120 p. 
118. Silja Kuusk. Biochemical properties of Hmi1p, a DNA helicase from 
Saccharomyces cerevisiae mitochondria. Tartu, 2006, 126 p. 
119. Kersti Püssa. Forest edges on medium resolution landsat thematic mapper 
satellite images. Tartu, 2006, 90 p. 
120. Lea Tummeleht. Physiological condition and immune function in great 
tits (Parus major l.): Sources of variation and trade-offs in relation to 
growth. Tartu, 2006, 94 p. 
121. Toomas Esperk. Larval instar as a key element of insect growth sche-
dules. Tartu, 2006, 186 p.  
122. Harri Valdmann. Lynx (Lynx lynx) and wolf (Canis lupus)  in the Baltic 
region: Diets, helminth parasites and genetic variation. Tartu, 2006. 102 p. 
123. Priit Jõers. Studies of the mitochondrial helicase Hmi1p in Candida albi-
cans and Saccharomyces cerevisia. Tartu, 2006. 113 p. 
124. Kersti Lilleväli. Gata3 and Gata2 in inner ear development. Tartu, 2007, 
123 p.  
126 
125. Kai Rünk. Comparative ecology of three fern species: Dryopteris carthu-
siana (Vill.) H.P. Fuchs, D. expansa (C. Presl) Fraser-Jenkins & Jermy and 
D. dilatata (Hoffm.) A. Gray (Dryopteridaceae). Tartu, 2007, 143 p.  
126. Aveliina Helm. Formation and persistence of dry grassland diversity: role 
of human history and landscape structure. Tartu, 2007, 89 p.  
127. Leho Tedersoo. Ectomycorrhizal fungi: diversity and community struc-
ture in Estonia, Seychelles and Australia. Tartu, 2007, 233 p.  
128. Marko Mägi. The habitat-related variation of reproductive performance of 
great tits in a deciduous-coniferous forest mosaic: looking for causes and 
consequences. Tartu, 2007, 135 p.  
129. Valeria Lulla. Replication strategies and applications of Semliki Forest 
virus. Tartu, 2007, 109 p.  
130. Ülle Reier. Estonian threatened vascular plant species: causes of rarity and 
conservation. Tartu, 2007, 79 p. 
131. Inga Jüriado. Diversity of lichen species in Estonia: influence of regional 
and local factors. Tartu, 2007, 171 p. 
132. Tatjana Krama. Mobbing behaviour in birds: costs and reciprocity based 
cooperation. Tartu, 2007, 112 p. 
133. Signe Saumaa. The role of DNA mismatch repair and oxidative DNA 
damage defense systems in avoidance of stationary phase mutations in 
Pseudomonas putida. Tartu, 2007, 172 p. 
134. Reedik Mägi. The linkage disequilibrium and the selection of genetic 
markers for association studies in european populations. Tartu, 2007, 96 p.  
135. Priit Kilgas. Blood parameters as indicators of physiological condition 
and skeletal development in great tits (Parus major): natural variation and 
application in the reproductive ecology of birds. Tartu, 2007, 129 p.  
136. Anu Albert. The role of water salinity in structuring eastern Baltic coastal 
fish communities. Tartu, 2007, 95 p.  
137. Kärt Padari. Protein transduction mechanisms of transportans. Tartu, 2008, 
128 p. 
138. Siiri-Lii Sandre. Selective forces on larval colouration in a moth. Tartu, 
2008, 125 p. 
139. Ülle Jõgar. Conservation and restoration of semi-natural floodplain mea-
dows and their rare plant species. Tartu, 2008, 99 p. 
140. Lauri Laanisto. Macroecological approach in vegetation science: gene-
rality of ecological relationships at the global scale. Tartu, 2008, 133 p. 
141. Reidar Andreson. Methods and software for predicting PCR failure rate 
in large genomes. Tartu, 2008, 105 p.  
142. Birgot Paavel. Bio-optical properties of turbid lakes. Tartu, 2008, 175 p. 
143. Kaire Torn. Distribution and ecology of charophytes in the Baltic Sea. 
Tartu, 2008, 98 p.  
144. Vladimir Vimberg. Peptide mediated macrolide resistance. Tartu, 2008, 
190 p. 
145. Daima Örd. Studies on the stress-inducible pseudokinase TRB3, a novel 
inhibitor of transcription factor ATF4. Tartu, 2008, 108 p. 
127 
146. Lauri Saag. Taxonomic and ecologic problems in the genus Lepraria 
(Stereocaulaceae, lichenised Ascomycota). Tartu, 2008, 175 p. 
147. Ulvi Karu. Antioxidant protection, carotenoids and coccidians in green-
finches – assessment of the costs of immune activation and mechanisms of 
parasite resistance in a passerine with carotenoid-based ornaments. Tartu, 
2008, 124 p. 
148. Jaanus Remm. Tree-cavities in forests: density, characteristics and occu-
pancy by animals. Tartu, 2008, 128 p. 
149. Epp Moks. Tapeworm parasites Echinococcus multilocularis and E. gra-
nulosus in Estonia: phylogenetic relationships and occurrence in wild 
carnivores and ungulates. Tartu, 2008, 82 p. 
150. Eve Eensalu. Acclimation of stomatal structure and function in tree ca-
nopy: effect of light and CO2 concentration. Tartu, 2008, 108 p. 
151. Janne Pullat. Design, functionlization and application of an in situ synthe-
sized oligonucleotide microarray. Tartu, 2008, 108 p. 
152. Marta Putrinš. Responses of Pseudomonas putida to phenol-induced 
metabolic and stress signals. Tartu, 2008, 142 p.  
153.  Marina Semtšenko. Plant root behaviour: responses to neighbours and 
physical obstructions. Tartu, 2008, 106 p. 
154. Marge Starast. Influence of cultivation techniques on productivity and 
fruit quality of some Vaccinium and Rubus taxa. Tartu, 2008, 154 p.  
155. Age Tats. Sequence motifs influencing the efficiency of translation. Tartu, 
2009, 104 p. 
156. Radi Tegova. The role of specialized DNA polymerases in mutagenesis in 
Pseudomonas putida. Tartu, 2009, 124 p. 
157. Tsipe Aavik. Plant species richness, composition and functional trait 
pattern in agricultural landscapes – the role of land use intensity and land-
scape structure. Tartu, 2009, 112 p. 
158. Kaja Kiiver. Semliki forest virus based vectors and cell lines for studying 
the replication and interactions of alphaviruses and hepaciviruses. Tartu, 
2009, 104 p. 
159. Meelis Kadaja. Papillomavirus Replication Machinery Induces Genomic 
Instability in its Host Cell. Tartu, 2009, 126 p. 
160. Pille Hallast. Human and chimpanzee Luteinizing hormone/Chorionic 
Gonadotropin beta (LHB/CGB) gene clusters: diversity and divergence of 
young duplicated genes. Tartu, 2009, 168 p. 
161. Ain Vellak. Spatial and temporal aspects of plant species conservation. 
Tartu, 2009, 86 p. 
162. Triinu Remmel. Body size evolution in insects with different colouration 
strategies: the role of predation risk. Tartu, 2009, 168 p. 
163. Jaana Salujõe. Zooplankton as the indicator of ecological quality and fish 
predation in lake ecosystems. Tartu, 2009, 129 p. 
164. Ele Vahtmäe. Mapping benthic habitat with remote sensing in optically 
complex coastal environments. Tartu, 2009, 109 p.  
128 
165. Liisa Metsamaa. Model-based assessment to improve the use of remote 
sensing in recognition and quantitative mapping of cyanobacteria. Tartu, 
2009, 114 p. 
166. Pille Säälik. The role of endocytosis in the protein transduction by cell-
penetrating peptides. Tartu, 2009, 155 p. 
167. Lauri Peil. Ribosome assembly factors in Escherichia coli. Tartu, 2009,  
147 p. 
168. Lea Hallik. Generality and specificity in light harvesting, carbon gain 
capacity and shade tolerance among plant functional groups. Tartu, 2009, 
99 p. 
169. Mariliis Tark. Mutagenic potential of DNA damage repair and tolerance 
mechanisms under starvation stress. Tartu, 2009, 191 p. 
170. Riinu Rannap. Impacts of habitat loss and restoration on amphibian po-
pulations. Tartu, 2009, 117 p. 
171. Maarja Adojaan. Molecular variation of HIV-1 and the use of this know-
ledge in vaccine development. Tartu, 2009, 95 p. 
172. Signe Altmäe. Genomics and transcriptomics of human induced ovarian 
folliculogenesis. Tartu, 2010, 179 p. 
173. Triin Suvi. Mycorrhizal fungi of native and introduced trees in the 
Seychelles Islands. Tartu, 2010, 107 p. 
174. Velda Lauringson. Role of suspension feeding in a brackish-water coastal 
sea. Tartu, 2010, 123 p. 
175. Eero Talts. Photosynthetic cyclic electron transport – measurement and 
variably proton-coupled mechanism. Tartu, 2010, 121 p.  
176. Mari Nelis. Genetic structure of the Estonian population and genetic 
distance from other populations of European descent. Tartu, 2010, 97 p. 
177. Kaarel Krjutškov. Arrayed Primer Extension-2 as a multiplex PCR-based 
method for nucleic acid variation analysis: method and applications. Tartu, 
2010, 129 p. 
178. Egle Köster. Morphological and genetical variation within species comp-
lexes: Anthyllis vulneraria s. l. and Alchemilla vulgaris (coll.). Tartu, 2010, 
101 p. 
179. Erki Õunap. Systematic studies on the subfamily Sterrhinae (Lepidoptera: 
Geometridae). Tartu, 2010, 111 p.  
180. Merike Jõesaar. Diversity of key catabolic genes at degradation of phenol 
and p-cresol in pseudomonads. Tartu, 2010, 125 p. 
181. Kristjan Herkül. Effects of physical disturbance and habitat-modifying 
species on sediment properties and benthic communities in the northern 
Baltic Sea. Tartu, 2010, 123 p. 
182. Arto Pulk. Studies on bacterial ribosomes by chemical modification 
approaches. Tartu, 2010, 161 p. 
183. Maria Põllupüü. Ecological relations of cladocerans in a brackish-water 
ecosystem. Tartu, 2010, 126 p.  
184. Toomas Silla. Study of the segregation mechanism of the Bovine 
Papillomavirus Type 1. Tartu, 2010, 188 p. 
129 
185. Gyaneshwer Chaubey. The demographic history of India: A perspective 
based on genetic evidence. Tartu, 2010, 184 p. 
186. Katrin Kepp. Genes involved in cardiovascular traits: detection of genetic 
variation in Estonian and Czech populations. Tartu, 2010, 164 p. 
187. Virve Sõber. The role of biotic interactions in plant reproductive per-
formance. Tartu, 2010, 92 p. 
188. Kersti Kangro. The response of phytoplankton community to the changes 
in nutrient loading. Tartu, 2010, 144 p. 
189. Joachim M. Gerhold. Replication and Recombination of mitochondrial 
DNA in Yeast. Tartu, 2010, 120 p. 
190. Helen Tammert. Ecological role of physiological and phylogenetic diver-
sity in aquatic bacterial communities. Tartu, 2010, 140 p. 
191. Elle Rajandu. Factors determining plant and lichen species diversity and 
composition in Estonian Calamagrostis and Hepatica site type forests. 
Tartu, 2010, 123 p. 
192. Paula Ann Kivistik. ColR-ColS signalling system and transposition of 
Tn4652 in the adaptation of Pseudomonas putida. Tartu, 2010, 118 p. 
193. Siim Sõber. Blood pressure genetics: from candidate genes to genome-
wide association studies. Tartu, 2011, 120 p. 
194. Kalle Kipper. Studies on the role of helix 69 of 23S rRNA in the factor-
dependent stages of translation initiation, elongation, and termination. 
Tartu, 2011, 178 p. 
195. Triinu Siibak. Effect of antibiotics on ribosome assembly is indirect. 
Tartu, 2011, 134 p. 
196. Tambet Tõnissoo. Identification and molecular analysis of the role of 
guanine nucleotide exchange factor RIC-8 in mouse development and 
neural function. Tartu, 2011, 110 p. 
197. Helin Räägel. Multiple faces of cell-penetrating peptides – their intra-
cellular trafficking, stability and endosomal escape during protein trans-
duction. Tartu, 2011, 161 p.  
198. Andres Jaanus. Phytoplankton in Estonian coastal waters – variability, 
trends and response to environmental pressures. Tartu, 2011, 157 p. 
199. Tiit Nikopensius. Genetic predisposition to nonsyndromic orofacial clefts. 
Tartu, 2011, 152 p. 
200. Signe Värv. Studies on the mechanisms of RNA polymerase II-dependent 
transcription elongation. Tartu, 2011, 108 p. 
201. Kristjan Välk. Gene expression profiling and genome-wide association 
studies of non-small cell lung cancer. Tartu, 2011, 98 p. 
202. Arno Põllumäe. Spatio-temporal patterns of native and invasive zoo-
plankton species under changing climate and eutrophication conditions. 
Tartu, 2011, 153 p. 
203. Egle Tammeleht. Brown bear (Ursus arctos) population structure, demo-
graphic processes and variations in diet in northern Eurasia. Tartu, 2011, 
143 p.  
130 
205. Teele Jairus. Species composition and host preference among ectomy-
corrhizal fungi in Australian and African ecosystems. Tartu, 2011, 106 p.   
206. Kessy Abarenkov. PlutoF – cloud database and computing services 
supporting biological research. Tartu, 2011, 125 p.  
207. Marina Grigorova. Fine-scale genetic variation of follicle-stimulating 
hormone beta-subunit coding gene (FSHB) and its association with repro-
ductive health. Tartu, 2011, 184 p. 
208. Anu Tiitsaar. The effects of predation risk and habitat history on butterfly 
communities. Tartu, 2011, 97 p. 
209. Elin Sild. Oxidative defences in immunoecological context: validation and 
application of assays for nitric oxide production and oxidative burst in a 
wild passerine. Tartu, 2011, 105 p. 
210. Irja Saar. The taxonomy and phylogeny of the genera Cystoderma and 
Cystodermella (Agaricales, Fungi). Tartu, 2012, 167 p. 
211. Pauli Saag. Natural variation in plumage bacterial assemblages in two 
wild breeding passerines. Tartu, 2012, 113 p. 
212. Aleksei Lulla. Alphaviral nonstructural protease and its polyprotein sub-
strate: arrangements for the perfect marriage. Tartu, 2012, 143 p. 
213. Mari Järve. Different genetic perspectives on human history in Europe 
and the Caucasus: the stories told by uniparental and autosomal markers. 
Tartu, 2012, 119 p. 
214. Ott Scheler. The application of tmRNA as a marker molecule in bacterial 
diagnostics using microarray and biosensor technology. Tartu, 2012, 93 p. 
215. Anna Balikova. Studies on the functions of tumor-associated mucin-like 
leukosialin (CD43) in human cancer cells. Tartu, 2012, 129 p. 
216. Triinu Kõressaar. Improvement of PCR primer design for detection of 
prokaryotic species. Tartu, 2012, 83 p. 
217. Tuul Sepp. Hematological health state indices of greenfinches: sources of 
individual variation and responses to immune system manipulation. Tartu, 
2012, 117 p. 
218. Rya Ero. Modifier view of the bacterial ribosome. Tartu, 2012, 146 p. 
219. Mohammad Bahram. Biogeography of ectomycorrhizal fungi across dif-
ferent spatial scales. Tartu, 2012, 165 p. 
220. Annely Lorents. Overcoming the plasma membrane barrier: uptake of 
amphipathic cell-penetrating peptides induces influx of calcium ions and 
downstream responses. Tartu, 2012, 113 p. 
221. Katrin Männik. Exploring the genomics of cognitive impairment: whole-
genome SNP genotyping experience in Estonian patients and general 
population. Tartu, 2012, 171 p. 
222. Marko Prous. Taxonomy and phylogeny of the sawfly genus Empria 
(Hymenoptera, Tenthredinidae). Tartu, 2012, 192 p. 
223. Triinu Visnapuu. Levansucrases encoded in the genome of Pseudomonas 
syringae pv. tomato DC3000: heterologous expression, biochemical 
characterization, mutational analysis and spectrum of polymerization pro-
ducts. Tartu, 2012, 160 p. 
131 
224. Nele Tamberg. Studies on Semliki Forest virus replication and patho-
genesis. Tartu, 2012, 109 p. 
225. Tõnu Esko. Novel applications of SNP array data in the analysis of the ge-
netic structure of Europeans and in genetic association studies. Tartu, 
2012, 149 p. 
226. Timo Arula. Ecology of early life-history stages of herring Clupea haren-
gus membras in the northeastern Baltic Sea. Tartu, 2012, 143 p. 
227. Inga Hiiesalu. Belowground plant diversity and coexistence patterns in 
grassland ecosystems. Tartu, 2012, 130 p. 
228. Kadri Koorem. The influence of abiotic and biotic factors on small-scale 
plant community patterns and regeneration in boreonemoral forest. Tartu, 
2012, 114 p.  
229. Liis Andresen. Regulation of virulence in plant-pathogenic pectobacteria. 
Tartu, 2012, 122 p. 
230. Kaupo Kohv. The direct and indirect effects of management on boreal 
forest structure and field layer vegetation. Tartu, 2012, 124 p. 
231. Mart Jüssi. Living on an edge: landlocked seals in changing climate. 
Tartu, 2012, 114 p. 
232. Riina Klais. Phytoplankton trends in the Baltic Sea. Tartu, 2012, 136 p. 
233. Rauno Veeroja. Effects of winter weather, population density and timing 
of reproduction on life-history traits and population dynamics of moose 
(Alces alces) in Estonia. Tartu, 2012, 92 p.  
234. Marju Keis. Brown bear (Ursus arctos) phylogeography in northern Eura-
sia. Tartu, 2013, 142 p.  
235. Sergei Põlme. Biogeography and ecology of alnus- associated ecto-
mycorrhizal fungi – from regional to global scale. Tartu, 2013, 90 p. 
236. Liis Uusküla. Placental gene expression in normal and complicated 
pregnancy. Tartu, 2013, 173 p. 
237. Marko Lõoke. Studies on DNA replication initiation in Saccharomyces 
cerevisiae. Tartu, 2013, 112 p. 
238. Anne Aan. Light- and nitrogen-use and biomass allocation along pro-
ductivity gradients in multilayer plant communities. Tartu, 2013, 127 p.   
239. Heidi Tamm. Comprehending phylogenetic diversity – case studies in 
three groups of ascomycetes. Tartu, 2013, 136 p.  
240. Liina Kangur. High-Pressure Spectroscopy Study of Chromophore-
Binding Hydrogen Bonds in Light-Harvesting Complexes of Photo-
synthetic Bacteria. Tartu, 2013, 150 p.  
241. Margus Leppik. Substrate specificity of the multisite specific pseudo-
uridine synthase RluD. Tartu, 2013, 111 p. 
242. Lauris Kaplinski. The application of oligonucleotide hybridization model 
for PCR and microarray optimization. Tartu, 2013, 103 p. 
243. Merli Pärnoja. Patterns of macrophyte distribution and productivity in 
coastal ecosystems: effect of abiotic and biotic forcing. Tartu, 2013, 155 p. 
244. Tõnu Margus. Distribution and phylogeny of the bacterial translational 
GTPases and the Mqsr/YgiT regulatory system. Tartu, 2013, 126 p. 
132 
245. Pille Mänd. Light use capacity and carbon and nitrogen budget of plants: 
remote assessment and physiological determinants. Tartu, 2013, 128 p.  
246. Mario Plaas. Animal model of Wolfram Syndrome in mice: behavioural, 
biochemical and psychopharmacological characterization. Tartu, 2013,  
144 p.  
247. Georgi Hudjašov. Maps of mitochondrial DNA, Y-chromosome and tyro-
sinase variation in Eurasian and Oceanian populations. Tartu, 2013,  
115 p. 
248.  Mari Lepik. Plasticity to light in herbaceous plants and its importance for 
community structure and diversity. Tartu, 2013, 102 p. 
249. Ede Leppik. Diversity of lichens in semi-natural habitats of Estonia. 
Tartu, 2013, 151 p.  
250. Ülle Saks. Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungal diversity patterns in boreo-
nemoral forest ecosystems. Tartu, 2013, 151 p.  
251.  Eneli Oitmaa. Development of arrayed primer extension microarray 
assays for molecular diagnostic applications. Tartu, 2013, 147 p. 
252. Jekaterina Jutkina. The horizontal gene pool for aromatics degradation: 
bacterial catabolic plasmids of the Baltic Sea aquatic system. Tartu, 2013, 
121 p. 
253. Helen Vellau. Reaction norms for size and age at maturity in insects: rules 
and exceptions. Tartu, 2014, 132 p.  
254. Randel Kreitsberg. Using biomarkers in assessment of environmental 
contamination in fish – new perspectives. Tartu, 2014, 107 p.  
255. Krista Takkis. Changes in plant species richness and population per-
formance in response to habitat loss and fragmentation.Tartu, 2014, 141 p. 
256. Liina Nagirnaja. Global and fine-scale genetic determinants of recurrent 
pregnancy loss. Tartu, 2014, 211 p.  
257. Triin Triisberg. Factors influencing the re-vegetation of abandoned 
extracted peatlands in Estonia. Tartu, 2014, 133 p. 
258. Villu Soon. A phylogenetic revision of the Chrysis ignita species group 
(Hymenoptera: Chrysididae) with emphasis on the northern European 
fauna. Tartu, 2014, 211 p. 
259. Andrei Nikonov. RNA-Dependent RNA Polymerase Activity as a Basis 
for the Detection of Positive-Strand RNA Viruses by Vertebrate Host 
Cells. Tartu, 2014, 207 p. 
260. Eele Õunapuu-Pikas. Spatio-temporal variability of leaf hydraulic con-
ductance in woody plants: ecophysiological consequences. Tartu, 2014, 
135 p.  
261. Marju Männiste. Physiological ecology of greenfinches: information con-
tent of feathers in relation to immune function and behavior. Tartu, 2014, 
121 p. 
262. Katre Kets. Effects of elevated concentrations of CO2 and O3 on leaf 
photosynthetic parameters in Populus tremuloides: diurnal, seasonal and 
interannual patterns. Tartu, 2014, 115 p. 
133 
263. Külli Lokko. Seasonal and spatial variability of zoopsammon commu-
nities in relation to environmental parameters. Tartu, 2014, 129 p.  
264. Olga Žilina. Chromosomal microarray analysis as diagnostic tool: Esto-
nian experience. Tartu, 2014, 152 p.  
265. Kertu Lõhmus. Colonisation ecology of forest-dwelling vascular plants 
and the conservation value of rural manor parks. Tartu, 2014, 111 p. 
266. Anu Aun. Mitochondria as integral modulators of cellular signaling. Tartu, 
2014, 167 p.  
267. Chandana Basu Mallick. Genetics of adaptive traits and gender-specific 
demographic processes in South Asian populations. Tartu, 2014, 160 p. 
268.  Riin Tamme. The relationship between small-scale environmental hetero-
geneity and plant species diversity. Tartu, 2014, 130 p. 
269. Liina Remm. Impacts of forest drainage on biodiversity and habitat qua-
lity: implications for sustainable management and conservation. Tartu, 
2015, 126 p.  
270. Tiina Talve. Genetic diversity and taxonomy within the genus Rhinanthus. 
Tartu, 2015, 106 p. 
271. Mehis Rohtla. Otolith sclerochronological studies on migrations, spawning 
habitat preferences and age of freshwater fishes inhabiting the Baltic Sea. 
Tartu, 2015, 137 p. 
272. Alexey Reshchikov. The world fauna of the genus Lathrolestes (Hyme-
noptera, Ichneumonidae). Tartu, 2015, 247 p. 
273. Martin Pook. Studies on artificial and extracellular matrix protein-rich 
surfaces as regulators of cell growth and differentiation. Tartu, 2015, 142 p. 
274. Mai Kukumägi. Factors affecting soil respiration and its components in 
silver birch and Norway spruce stands. Tartu, 2015, 155 p. 
275. Helen Karu. Development of ecosystems under human activity in the 
North-East Estonian industrial region: forests on post-mining sites and 
bogs. Tartu, 2015, 152 p. 
276. Hedi Peterson. Exploiting high-throughput data for establishing relation-
ships between genes. Tartu, 2015, 186 p. 
277.  Priit Adler. Analysis and visualisation of large scale microarray data, 
Tartu, 2015, 126 p.  
278.  Aigar Niglas. Effects of environmental factors on gas exchange in deci-
duous trees: focus on photosynthetic water-use efficiency. Tartu, 2015, 
152 p.  
279. Silja Laht. Classification and identification of conopeptides using profile 
hidden Markov models and position-specific scoring matrices. Tartu, 2015, 
100 p. 
280.  Martin Kesler. Biological characteristics and restoration of Atlantic 
salmon Salmo salar populations in the Rivers of Northern Estonia. Tartu, 
2015, 97 p. 
281. Pratyush Kumar Das. Biochemical perspective on alphaviral nonstruc-
tural protein 2: a tale from multiple domains to enzymatic profiling. Tartu, 
2015, 205 p 
134 
282.  Priit Palta. Computational methods for DNA copy number detection. 
Tartu, 2015, 130 p.  
283. Julia Sidorenko. Combating DNA damage and maintenance of genome 
integrity in pseudomonads. Tartu, 2015, 174  p.  
284.  Anastasiia Kovtun-Kante. Charophytes of Estonian inland and coastal 
waters: distribution and environmental preferences. Tartu, 2015, 97 p. 
285. Ly Lindman. The ecology of protected butterfly species in Estonia. Tartu, 
2015, 171 p. 
286. Jaanis Lodjak. Association of Insulin-like Growth Factor I and Corti-
costerone with Nestling Growth and Fledging Success in Wild Passerines. 
Tartu, 2016, 113 p.  
287.  Ann Kraut. Conservation of Wood-Inhabiting Biodiversity – Semi-Natural 
Forests as an Opportunity. Tartu, 2016, 141 p. 
288. Tiit Örd. Functions and regulation of the mammalian pseudokinase TRIB3. 
Tartu, 2016, 182. p. 
289. Kairi Käiro. Biological Quality According to Macroinvertebrates in 
Streams of Estonia (Baltic Ecoregion of Europe): Effects of Human-induced 
Hydromorphological Changes. Tartu, 2016, 126 p. 
290.  Leidi Laurimaa. Echinococcus multilocularis and other zoonotic parasites 
in Estonian canids. Tartu, 2016, 144 p. 
291. Helerin Margus. Characterization of cell-penetrating peptide/nucleic acid 
nanocomplexes and their cell-entry mechanisms. Tartu, 2016, 173 p. 
292. Kadri Runnel. Fungal targets and tools for forest conservation. Tartu, 
2016, 157 p.  
293. Urmo Võsa. MicroRNAs in disease and health: aberrant regulation in lung 
cancer and association with genomic variation. Tartu, 2016, 163 p.  
294.  Kristina Mäemets-Allas. Studies on cell growth promoting AKT signa-
ling pathway – a promising anti-cancer drug target. Tartu, 2016, 146 p. 
295. Janeli Viil. Studies on cellular and molecular mechanisms that drive 
normal and regenerative processes in the liver and pathological processes 
in Dupuytren’s contracture. Tartu, 2016, 175 p. 
296. Ene Kook. Genetic diversity and evolution of Pulmonaria angustifolia L. 
and Myosotis laxa sensu lato (Boraginaceae). Tartu, 2016, 106 p. 
297. Kadri Peil. RNA polymerase II-dependent transcription elongation in 
Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Tartu, 2016, 113 p.  
298. Katrin Ruisu. The role of RIC8A in mouse development and its function 
in cell-matrix adhesion and actin cytoskeletal organisation. Tartu, 2016, 
129 p.   
299. Janely Pae. Translocation of cell-penetrating peptides across biological 
membranes and interactions with plasma membrane constituents. Tartu, 
2016, 126 p.   
300. Argo Ronk. Plant diversity patterns across Europe: observed and dark 
diversity. Tartu, 2016, 153 p. 
301. Kristiina Mark. Diversification and species delimitation of lichenized 
fungi in selected groups of the family Parmeliaceae (Ascomycota). Tartu, 
2016, 181 p. 
302. Jaak-Albert Metsoja. Vegetation dynamics in floodplain meadows: 
influence of mowing and sediment application. Tartu, 2016, 140 p. 
303. Hedvig Tamman. The GraTA toxin-antitoxin system of Pseudomonas 
putida: regulation and role in stress tolerance. Tartu, 2016, 154 p. 
304. Kadri Pärtel. Application of ultrastructural and molecular data in the 
taxonomy of helotialean fungi. Tartu, 2016, 183 p. 
305. Maris Hindrikson. Grey wolf (Canis lupus) populations in Estonia and 
Europe: genetic diversity, population structure and -processes, and hybridi-
zation between wolves and dogs. Tartu, 2016, 121 p. 
306. Polina Degtjarenko. Impacts of alkaline dust pollution on biodiversity of 
plants and lichens: from communities to genetic diversity. Tartu, 2016,  
126 p. 
307.  Liina Pajusalu. The effect of CO2 enrichment on net photosynthesis of 
macrophytes in a brackish water environment. Tartu, 2016, 126 p.  
308. Stoyan Tankov. Random walks in the stringent response. Tartu, 2016,  
94 p. 
309.  Liis Leitsalu. Communicating genomic research results to population-
based biobank participants. Tartu, 2016, 158 p. 
310. Richard Meitern. Redox physiology of wild birds: validation and appli-
cation of techniques for detecting oxidative stress. Tartu, 2016, 134 p. 
311. Kaie Lokk. Comparative genome-wide DNA methylation studies of healthy 
human tissues and non-small cell lung cancer tissue. Tartu, 2016, 127 p. 
312. Mihhail Kurašin. Processivity of cellulases and chitinases. Tartu, 2017, 
132 p. 
313. Carmen Tali. Scavenger receptors as a target for nucleic acid delivery 
with peptide vectors. Tartu, 2017, 155 p. 
314. Katarina Oganjan. Distribution, feeding and habitat of benthic sus-
pension feeders in a shallow coastal sea. Tartu, 2017, 132 p. 
315.  Taavi Paal. Immigration limitation of forest plants into wooded landscape 
corridors. Tartu, 2017, 145 p.  
